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CHRONOLOGY OF ‘ TH PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” ‘ 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Centu (1803), : 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional istory, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’ s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &ec., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 





Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 

Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN BRODRICK. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEAcH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 

Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Secotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 

First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 








NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury —-J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELpoN Gorst, K.C., M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HuGu O. ARNOLD-ForRSTER, Esq., M.P. 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
WILLIAM HAYES FISHER, Esg., M.P. 
( me 8m ry 3 _ T. KERR, K.C.B. 
. . Rear-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
Lords of the Admiralty—) Rear Admiral A. K. WILSON, V.C., C.B. 

(capt. A. W. Moorg, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office——Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office ——Ri. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M. P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coioniai Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of H 4RDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——-Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentaiy Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hor. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAWSON, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office—Lord STANLEY, M.P 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Finuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. Carson K.C., M.P. 





Lords of the Treasury — { 











vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE —(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 


and Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——VictTor C. W. CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard tt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(Rt. Hon. Earl of Kinrore, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
' Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 
} Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
} Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord BAGorT. 
' Rt. Hon. Lord SuFFIELD, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 

SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal 
Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFouR. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord KtnspurGu, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of MonTROSE, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General CHARLES Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
Chief Secretary——itt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——GEo. WRIGHT, Esq., K.C. 

















Lords-in- Waiting—— 





Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of MORLEY. 
Clerk of Parliaments Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees EDWARD HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 
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Chief Clerk and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq, 
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Senior Clerks 
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Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs a. Be 
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Clerk ot the Journals W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 
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Librarian S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Attendant——Mr. W. WorFELL. 
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Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEETwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAnpD, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. WILLiAMs Esq, 

















a ee ee ee ed shan he an he PI 


oree, 


GH. 


ng 
) 5 


N,. 








HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) vii 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 28TH FEBRUARY, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
that, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :-— 


North Metropolitan Seemnege a —Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


Second time 


Lincoln and East Coast Railway aon aed ianteapant a — 
Read the third time, and passed ‘ ove ‘ 


Manchester Corporation (General sheaetesiedks wm. tl ORDER be —Read a 
second time and committed he 


Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill.—Ordered, That it be 
an Instruction to the Committee on the Manchester Corporation (General 
Powers) Bill to leave out the following sub-sections of Clause 25 of the 
Bill :— 

To exclude from Market Street and Cross Street all or any carts, wagons, 
lorries, vans, or other heavy and slow-going vehicles of any description, and 
for preventing unreasonable obstruction in such streets in any case where 
the same may be thronged or liable to be obstructed by reason of the 
amount or nature of the traffic. 

To prescribe and regulate the several routes to be followed, and the 
particular streets or portion of streets other than Market Street and Cross 
Street to be used, by all or any carts, wagons, lorries, vans, or other heavy 
and slow-going vehicles of any description, worked by any power other than 
by horses, or drawn by more than one chain horse, in front of a shaft horse, 


between the hours of nine in the morning and seven in the evening, and for 


preventing unreasonable obstruction in such streets in any case where the 
same may be thronged or liable to be obstructed by reason of the amount 
or nature of the traffic.—(Mr. Galloway.) oa os ‘ a 
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February 28. | 


Metropolitan Police setmmenens oie Bill—Read a second time, and 
committed a sie 


Abercarn Urban District Gas Bill —Reported, with Amendments ; desputes 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ok 


Private Bitts (Group D).—Ordered, that George Haynes Fosbroke do 


attend the Committee on Group D of Private Bills upon Thursday next, at 
half-past Eleven of the Clock wa va re 


PETITIONS. 





CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BrLt—Petitions in favour: From Rowley Regis, 
Pembrey, Burley Pit, Silverdale, Chesterton, Brownhills, Newcastle, Tunstall, 
Blaen-cae-Gurwen, C ommercial, Pwllbach, West Sharlston, Prince of W: ales, 
Pontefract, Newmarket, High Moor, Clayton West, Ryhill Main, Allerton 
Silkstone, Forfield, Cheadle, Little Lever, Millbridge, Skelmer -sdale, Spring 
Field, Whiteheath, Blackheath, Seymour, Bridgewater, Linnyshaw, Pencoed, 
Whitehaven, W histon, Hendreforgan, and Gwaun- cae-Gurwen Collieries ; to 
lie upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpUCATION.—Petition from Winsford, for alteration of law; to 
lie upon the Table 


LICENSING BiILL.—Petitions in favour: From Sheffield, and West Riding of 
Yorkshire (two) ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (E1cut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour: From Rowley Regis, 
Pembney, West Sharlston, Prince of Wales, Pontefract, Clayton West, 
Ryhill, Allerton Silkstone, Newmarket, High Moor, Hafod, Clanway, 
Knutton, Tunstall, Chesterton, Silverdale, Newcastle, Burley Pit, Com- 
mercial, Blaen-cae-Gurwen, Pwllbach, Millbridge, Foxfield, Cheadle, Little 
Lever, "Blackheath, Skelmersdale, Spring Field, W hiteheath, Bridgewater, 
Linnyshaw, Pencoed, Whitehaven, Whiston, Hendreforgan, and Gwaun-cae- 
Gurwen Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 


Pusiic Houses (Hours or Ciostne) (ScoTtand) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiL_.—Petition from Denny, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


IrtsH LAND COMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS). Tig: | presented of Return of pro- 
ceedings during the month of December, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie ™ 
the Table 49 a wi 4 a + . 


LEEWARD ISLANDS.—Copy presented of Amended Prison Rules, dated 21st 
October, 1901, providing for the periodical revision of life sentences and 
long sentences ‘Thy Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TREATY Series (No. 2, 1902).—Co y presented of General Index to ane 
Series, 1897-1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table “as , 


Army (REMoUNTs).—Copy presented of Reports, statistical tables, and telegrams 
received from South Africa, June, 1899, to 22nd January, 1902 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table ae a ina ol bee 
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RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway (No. 2) Bill and 
the objects thereof ‘a to Standing Order 158A]; referred to the 
Committee on the Bil ne : : Pb = se ‘ap 





FOREIGN TRADE AND CoMMERCE.—Return (in part) presented relative thereto 
[ordered 27th February ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 85.] oss ‘on me 2s ats oes = 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL ORDERS).—Copy presented of Report by 
the Board of Trade of their Proceedings under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier and Harbour Act (1861) Amend- 
ment Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 86.] 


CONTEMPT OF CouRT (IRELAND) (PERSONS COMMITTED).—Return ordered 
“setting forth the names and addresses of all persons who have been com- 
mitted to unlimited terms of imprisonment for contempt of court in Ireland 
to the 31st day of December, 1901 ; the names of the judges who issued 
the orders of attachment, the charges against the persons attached, and the 
duration of imprisonment in each case in which the order for attachment 
was executed (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 70, of Session 
1900.)”—(Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh.) he F 


PROSECUTIONS (FIsHERY LAw) (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “for years 1891 
to 1901, inclusive, ending the 31st day of December, of prosecutions under- 
taken in Ireland of masters of beam or otter trawl vessels for alleged in- 
fringement of the bye-laws of the Fishery Board or the provisions of the 
Acts prohibiting beam or otter trawling within certain waters round the 
coasts of Ireland, in the following form, with summary, date of alleged 
offence, name, &c., of person charged, name, letters, and number of beam 
or otter trawl vessel, where alleged offence committed, statute or bye-law 
contravened, place and date of trial, result of trial, by whom detected. 
Summary, names, ete., of persons charged more than once during the fore- 
going period of ten years, number of times such persons were charged, 
total amount of fines, total length of imprisonment undergone (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper No. 266, of Session 1901).”—(Mr. O'Mara.) ... 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICA—SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OF TRANSVAAL CoLONY.—Question, 
Mr. Catheart Wason (Orkney and Shetland); Answer, the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) Ae 


RECENT MILITARY OPERATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on-Tyne), 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.), and Mr. Alfred 
Davis (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answers, the Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... ae is es " 


Army MepicAL DEPARTMENT.—RE-ORGANISATION.—Question, Sir John Tuke 
(Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s Universities) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CHINESE REGIMENT.—Question, Sir Chas. Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick a ed as oe 


FLOGGING IN THE NAvy.—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) : 
Answer, the Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 
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Wanrsuip BomLers. nie, Mr. William Allan » eater Ba Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ... 


‘TIME-EXPIRED SOLDIERS IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, the Secretary of State for India _ G. a Middlesex, 
Ealing) . an ase : “ ose 


SPANISH-AMERICAN War — DipLoMATIC ACTION PRECEDING WaAR.—Ques- 
tions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, S.), and Mr. James O’Kelly (Roscommon, N.) ; 
Answers, ¢ the Chancellor of the » Se id M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
W.) + 


BottviA.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair Ca Rear Answer, Sir M. 
Hicks Beach... ws wes , . pe : asa 


NORTHENDEN TRAGEDY.—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, Birr) ; Answer, 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Hours oF LaBour ON PrussiAN RarLwaAys.—Question, Capt. Norton (New- 
ington, W.); Answer, the President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) : : ‘ 


SWINE Fever Recu rard Strachey (Somersetshire, 
S.); Answer, the a of the. teeed of Agriculture bua Hanbury, 
Preston)... He ed <a : ne a7 





MILK-BLENDED Butrer.—Questions, Sir Edward Strachey and Mr. O’Shaugh- 
nessy (Limerick, W.); Answers, Mr. Hanbury ai ae os ooh 


Fres OF MEDICAL WITNESSES AT INQUESTS.—Question, Col. Bowles (Middle- 
sex, Enfield) ; Answer, the Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) tee . 


SpLit Duties IN THE PostaL SERvICE.—Question, Capt. Norton ; Answer, 
the Financial er to the ata staal (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) .. j ; ae ay we 


EpUCATION—-REGISTRATION OF TEACHERS.—Questions, Mr. Bartley (Islington, 
N.); Answers, the Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion (Sir John Gorst, Cambridge University)... 

IRISH AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION SUBSIDIES —Question, Mr. 
M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.); Answer, the Attorney-General for Ireland 
(Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) is ; ie nth ae sas 


KILLARNEY AND THE IRISH AGRICULTURAL GRANT i eas Mr. Murphy 
(Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson . - ie pas bee 


SHIELD TrRUsT, DUNGANNON.—Question, Mr. Doogan haat E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson “= ae 4a , “ia ve 


ENNIS Crimes Act TRIALS.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


INCREASE OF JUDICIAL RENTS IN paella aaa Mr. T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson $e chs - 


ARREST OF Mr. O’DONNELL AT KILRUSH. tailed Major Jameson (Clare, W.); 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ‘ ae 2 ee ne a 
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SaniTARY LOANS TO IRISH URBAN AUTHORITIES. i cee Mr. P. A. M‘ — 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain oa 3 : 


InisH ORDNANCE MAps.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid) : 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury a aes aa “aa ‘ie ae ve 


ProposEeD British ACADEMY OF LEARNING.—Question, Lord Balearres (Lanca- 
shire, Chorley,) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ; - pas ae 


THE INFLUENZA.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Army Excess Votrre.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Mr. 
James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), and Mr. Alfred Davies; Answers, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach Ne me ge = is 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).——-Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection that they had added to the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure the following fifteen Members in 
respect to the Midwives Bill:—Dr. Ambrose, Mr. Griffith Boscawen, Mr. 
John Burns, Mr. Caine, Mr. Emmott, Sir Michael Foster, Sir Walter Foster, 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone, Lord Cecil Manners, Mr. 'T. P. O’Connor, Colonel 
Sadler, Mr. Schwann, Sir Barrington Simeon, Sir John Tuke, and Mr. 
Eugene Wason. 

Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Committee of Selection that 
they had discharged the following Members from the Parliamentary Panel 
of Members of this House to act as Commissioners in pursuance of the 
provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 :—Mr. 
John Edward Gordon and Mr. Abel Smith. 


Reports to lie upon the Table ... ie a tos 


NEW BILLS. 


Local Government Act (1888) Amendment (London) Bill.—‘“ To amend 
Section 43, Sub-section 1 (/), of The Local Government Act, 1888,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Herbert Robertson, under Standing Order 31 ; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 109.] ... 


BANK HoLtpays Acts AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend The Bank Holidays Act, 
1871, and The Holidays Extension Act, 1875, and to make provision for an 
additional Bank Holiday to be called Empire Day, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Melville, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Warner, 
Mr. Reginald Lucas, Mr. Seott-Montagu, Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Carlile, 
Mr. Majendie, Mr. Fuller, and Mr. Richards. 


Bank Holidays Acts Amendment Bill.—‘ To amend the Bank Holidays Act 
1871, and The Holidays Extension Act, 1875, and to make provision for 
an additional Bank Holiday to be called Empire Day,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday, March 14th, and to 
be printed. [Bill 110.] on abe ada ae ses . 


Liquor Trarric LocaL Veto (WALEs).—Bill to enable owners and occupiers 
in Wales and Monmouthshire to have effectual control over the Liquor Traffic, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert Roberts, Mr. Alfred Thomas, 
Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. William Jones, Mr. William Abraham, and Mr. 
Samuel Evans. 
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Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Wales) Bill —‘“ To enable owners and occupiers 
in Wales and Monmouthshire to have effectual control over the Liquor 
Trafic,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
W ednesday, 14th May, and to be printed. [Bill 111.] Ae ue shies) 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 

The Clerk at the Table announced the unavoidable absence of the Chairman 
of Ways and Means owing to the continuance of his indisposition. 
Whereupon the Deputy Chairman [Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.)] took 

the Chair of the Committee pursuant to the Standing Order. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3 (VOTE ON 
ACCOUNT). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£19,095,000, be granted to His Majesty, on account, for or towards 
defraying the charges for the following Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments for the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, viz :— 


CiviL SERVICE. 


Class II. 
£ 
Home Office i aes bits oe o 60,000 
Chief Secretary for Ireland . cag ca ae rie fs 16,000 
Class I. 
toyal Palaces and Marlborough House ... ius a3 ie 35,000 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens aka “e +? noe 50,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings. ... a ae sia 16,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great Britain ron ix mee 22.000 
Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain.. as nee <i 16,000 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings te ‘aa ae PES 12,000 
Revenue Buildings _... hat ous mi ae ... 150,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain an es bas axe .. 190000 
Surveys of the United Kingdom _... — 34 aie we 90,000 
Harbours under the Board of Trade eS sti a _ 7,000 
Peterhead Harbour ... ans a ee ~ saa 6,000 
Rates on Government Pr operty , oe ad “i ... 250 000 
Public Works and Buildings, ireland aS me pee ..» 110,000 
Railways, Ireland... Me we ne fa ree 80,000 
Class If. 
United Kingdom and England :— 

House of Lords, Offices et aie om a ay. side 3,000 
House of Commons, Offices ... due oh me és 12,000 
Treasury and Subordinate ace tments = a “ a 39 000 
Foreign Office ... ‘ : oe re ta me 30,000 
Colonial Office .. = at i ati ses at 25 000 
Privy Council Office, ete. nee ses ae me ie oy 5,000 
Privy Seal Office ns re — Sie wea aes 1,000 
Board of Trade a faa ie si ae uP aa 70,000 
Mercantile Marine Services ... : vr ee 30,000 
Bankruptcy Department of the Board of Trade ee 3 
Board of Agriculture “a : an ees 70,000 
Charity Commission ... a han ene ne 3 oad 15,000 
Civil Service Commission ... ‘3 oe ase eee 18,000 
Exchequer and Audit Department .. an re ons wad 26,000 
Friendly Societies Registry .. sn ee a _ ca 3,000 
Local Government Board _... tee a ss ie or 85,000 
Lunacy Commission ee. Kid Mee ia ren en 5,000 
Mint (including Coinage) _... vs ves ‘a = ee 5 
National Debt Office ... mad ree Sid ios ‘ia me 6,000 
Public Record Office ... ia — me ee a 10,000 


Public Works Loan Commission... cd a ‘5 ee 5 
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Registrar General’s Office 

Stationery and Printing 

Woods, Forests, etc., Uttfice of 
Works and Public Buildings, Office of 
Secret Service ... 


Scotland :— 


Secretary for Scotland 
Fishery Board aa 
Lunacy Commission ... 
Regi-trar General’s Office 
Local Government Board 


Ireland :— 


Lord Lieutenant’s Household 

Department of Agriculture ; 
Charitable Donations and Bequests ( Office 
Local Government Board : 
Publie Record Office ... 

Publie Works Office 

Reyistrar General’s Office 

Valuation and Boundary Survey 


Class IIT. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
Law Charges... 
Miscellaneous Legal E xpenses 
Supreme Court of Judicature 
Land Registry = 
County Courts . * 
Police, England and Wales ... 
Prisons, England and the Colonies .. 
Ref. rmatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asy lum 


Seotland :— 


Law Charges and Courts of Law 
Reyister House, Edinburgh 
Crofters Commission ... 

Prisons, Scotland 


Ireland :— 
Law Charges and Criminal Prosecutions .. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, and other Legal Depart tments 


Land Commission 

County Court Officers, ete. 

Dublin Metropolitan Police ... 
Royal Irish Constabulary 

Prisons, Ireland 

Reformatory and Industrial Schools | 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


Class IV. 

United Kingdom and England :— 
Board of Education 
British Museum 
National Gallery 
National Portrait Gallery 
Wallace Collection ae 
Scientific Investigation, etc., ; United Kingdom acs 


Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, and Intermediate 
Education, Wales ... ade aa aes 


Scotland :— 


Public Education 
National Gallery 


40,000 
27,000 
140,000 
14,000 
15,000 
20,000 
320,000 
140,000 
14,000 


30,000 
15,000 

2,000 
40,000 


35,000 
45,000 
55,000 
46,000 
40,000 

600,000 
45,000 

3,000 


43,000 


700,000 
3,000 
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Ireland :— Ma 
Public Education “a aa a aot --- 710,000 
Endowed School Commissioners ova aa na ue 400 
National Gallery ra ees aKa ies sa aaa ie 2,000 
Queen’s Colleges ana a ee ae oe ies ‘sie 2,500 
Class V. 
Diplomatic and Consular Services ... 250,000 
Uganda, Central and East Africa Protectorates, and Uganda 
Railway ave aa os a : oe ... 320,000 
Colonial Services ie a = oh a ... 1,100,000 
cy rus, Grant in Aid .. oe mA eas a 29,000 
Telegraph Subsidies and Pacifie Cable... Bre oe he 50,000 
Cretan Loan... fii ‘i oie oe - - 
Class VI. 
Superannuation and Retired Allowances . ee he --» 280,000 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, ete. ... cha ase uae 2.500 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances a ina 1,000 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland ... is “oe ‘ts rer 17,000 
Class VIT, 
bod Commissions... ais ee ae noe ose 22,000 
Miscellaneous Expenses aM ie - pes oe sa 17,087 
Coronation of His Majesty . on in aus ae - - 


Repayments to the Local Loans Fund... oes ie adi - - 


Total for Civil Services ae es £12,105,000 





REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 











Customs ; — ons wat wed one eos , 350,000 
Inland Revenue kee = = Me ror vas ... $30,006 
Post Office ae oP oe ie ied ve ... 3,800,000 
Post Office Packet Service ... oa ied ia oes ... 210,000 
Post Oflice Telegraphs ie is oes ea ae ..» 1,800,000 
Total for Revenue Departments _... £6,990,000 
Grand Total me oe £19,095,000 
Sir Chas. Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ... si es in, ae 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Item, Class IT., Vote 4, for 
the Home Office, be reduced by £100.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) The 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) — ... jn ios aaa or ane 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ~ roe re tai éa0 i. ae 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) a 44 
The Secretary of State for the Home Depart ime nt (ar Ritchie, ( yon) =e 46 
Sir Charles Dilke ... 2 | Yeti 
Mr. Coghill... 52 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. Rail 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, -" —e en en sas me on an 
Mr. Ritchie “3 ~ “3 es ve ree .. 58 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) is wil _ tae a " no 
Exet 
Motion made, and Question put, “That the Item, Class II., Vote 33 (Chief | 
Secretary for Ireland), be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. Dillon. ) = 
DC 


VC 
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Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.)... fed saa ane ie ise ay 
Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, S.) he asi ae ae - 
Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S. _ pe Hes Ae “za ae 
Mr. P. A. M Hugh (Leitrim, N.) . is ie ie ve co «=O 
Mr. O Mara (Kitkenny, 8.)... ae ona — wai ae « Gh 
Mr. T. W. Russell.. eee tee 94 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Athingon, Londonderry, N.) > ©3908 
Mr. J. Morley (. Vontrose Burghs) . Soe =e sie orm | 
Mr. T. P. O}Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ... rai ~~ ‘as << San 


(Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 96 ; Noes, 184. (Division List No. 51.) 
Original Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 194; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 52.) 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his report to 
the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


SoutH AFRICAN War —Loss or A British Convoy.-—On the Motion for 
the adjournment, 


- 
Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; Auswer, Mr. Brodrick es se 


Adjourned at Twenty-five Minutes after Twelve o'clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 3rp MARCH, 1902. 


OR 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
35 Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 
41 South Shields, Sunderland, and District Tramways [H.L.].—The same was 
H ordered to lie on the Table... MS Pe aes Bat jt ... 129 
46 
52 | Ystradfellte Water Bill [u.1.}: Medway and Thames Canal Bill [H.L.].—A 
52 witness ordered to attend the Select Committee... ae - wn 3a0 
Railway Clearing System Superannuation Fund.—Petition of the Railway 
Clearing System Superannuation Fund Corporation, under their common 
seal, praying for leave to introduce a Bill to amend the Railway Clearing 
System Superannuation Fund Acts, 1873 to 1897 ; and for other purposes, 
53 together with a copy of the proposed B Bill annexed thereto ; read, and re- 
a ferred to the Examiners Pa : ea - - a in 
5 


Exeter and District eel on an L. ].—Bill eatin on F ceed va - 
sented, and read 1°... 129 


London and Brighton Electric Railway Bill [H.1.].—Presented, andread1* 129 
, VOL. CIV. [FourtH Series. ] b 
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Swansea Corporation Bill [1.1.|.—Report from His Majesty’s Attorney 
General received, and ordered to lie on the Table ais ve me 


Renfrew Harbour Bill [1.1.]}; Rhymney Railway Bill [H.L.]; Tyneside 
Tramways and Tramroads Bill [H.1.]; Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill 
- L.]; Isle of Wight Central Railway Bill (1. L.]; Baker Street and Water- 
00 Railway Bill [H.1 .. .—Read 2* (according to order) ae ie 


London Underground ongy A Bill (SusPpENDED IN SEsst1on 1901).—-Moved 
that Standing Order No. 92 be aeeianials with, and that leave be given to 
present the following Petitions 


CHARING Cross, HAMMERSMITH, AND District Etecrric Raitway (No. 1) 
[u.L.].—(1) Central London Railway Company ; (2) George White and 
others ; (3) Oswald Stoll “ae i Fea 


Kine@’s Roab RatLway [H.L.].— (1) Metropolitan District Railway Company ; 
(2) George White and others ; (3) Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railw ay 
Company ~*~. ay ay 


Nortu-East LoNpoN Rattway (No. 1).—[H.L.].—(1) Central London Rail- 
way Company ; (2) Promoters of City and North-East Suburban Electric 
Railway Bills s 


PICCADILLY AND City Rartway (No. 1.)—{H.L.|.—(1) George White and 
others ; (2) Central London Railway Company » 


West AND South Lonpon Junction RatLway [H.L.|.—(1) George White 
and others ; (2) Central London Railway Company. 


The Chairman of Committees) ; agreed to, and ordered accordingly 
o oe 


Swindon United Gas Bill [1.1.}; Hastings Harbour * District Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill [ 1.1. ]|.—-Committed ... . nS ee avi 


Saddleworth, Springhead, and Lees Tramways Bill | 11.L.|.. Committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection oe 


Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock (Abandonment) Bill. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1*, and referred to the Examiners 


Hamilton Gas Provisional Order aaa _ [H.L.].—Read 28 
(according to order) oh sin wi 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers, having 
been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty, had been 
so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments, pursuant to Order of the House of the 17th February, 1896, viz.— 


1. IrtsH LAND CoMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Returnforthemonth of December, 
1901 aa a 


2. TREATY SERIES, No. 2 Gans —General Index to itd Series, 1897- 
1901 oe , ‘ ; 
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3. Army (REMOUNTS).-—Reports, statistical tables, and telegrams received from 
South Africa. June 1899, to 22nd January, 1902. (March Ist.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ais sas a — «we 2On 


EMIGRATION.—-Report on tne Emigrants Information Office, for the year ended 
3lst December, 1901]... sy ve ous ve me wen ose On 


TreaTy SERIES, No. 3 (1902).—Agreement between the United Kingdom and 
Japan relative to China and Corea. Signed at London, 30th January, 


1902 131 
Irish LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL ReNntTs).—Return for June, 1901 ... os SBI 
TRADE Reports.—Annual Series ; No. 29745. Samoa (Trade for 1901). 

Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... jn ~~ 
LEEWARD [sLaNDS.—Amended prison rules, dated 21st October, 1901, providing 

for the periodical revision of life sentences and long sentences _ ... « sae 
Piers AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL ORDERS), SESSION 1902.—Report by the 

Board of Trade of their proceedings under the General Pier and Harbour 

Act, 1861, and the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, Amendment Act ... 132 
UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1889.—Abstract of accounts for the University 

of Aberdeen for the year ended 15th September, 1901, being the Annual 

Report on the state of the Finances of the University under the provisions of 

Section 30 of the Act, 1889. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table o. . ae 
BRIDLINGTON Piers AND HArBouR.—Abstract of the annual general account 
for the year ended 26th July, 1901; delivered (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table ... sot pe ide aan sei . 888 


PETITIONS. 


VivIsEcTION.—Petition in favour of legislation for the suppression of; of 
Pioneer Anti-Vivisection Society ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. 132 


Prevention of Cruelty to Wild Animals Bill ‘Seis READING ].— 
Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Bishop of Hereford indi ais ane ~~ “ee -- 132 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(The Lord Bishop of Hereford.) 
Lord Newton roe Mis iin rn ae at ona .. 139 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out ‘now,’ and add at the end of the Motion ‘ this 
day six months.’ ”—(Lord Newton.) 
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The Earl of Durham 

Lord Ribblesdale 

The Marquess of Londonderry 
The Earl of Aberdeen 

The Lord Bishop of Hereford 


Amendment and Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


RurAL PostTaL SERVICEs. 


The Earl of Malineshbury 
The Marquess of Londonderry 


Hovusinc OF THE WorKING CLASSES—JoINT SELECT COMMITTEE.— Commons 
Message considered (according to order). 


Moved, “That this House do concur in the following resolution communi- 
eated by the Commons, viz. : ‘That it is expedient that a Select Com- 
mittee of this House be appointed to join with a Committee of the 
Lords, to consider the Standing Orders relating to houses occupied by 
persons of the labouring class, and the clauses usually inserted in 
Private and Local Bills, and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills, in 
pursuance thereof ; and to report whether any Amendments should be 
made in such Standing Orders and clauses, and especially whether any 
and what provision should be made for better securing the re-housing 
of all persons of the labouring class who may be displaced in con- 
nection with the undertakings to which the Bills relate, whether 
displaced under the powers given by the Bills or otherwise.’”—(The 
Lord Privy Seal [J/. Salishbury}) ; agreed to; and a Message ordered 
to be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith. 


\IERCHANT SuHiprING AcTt—THE “SrpNEY THOMAS.” 


Lord Muskerry oe 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade (the Earl of Duley) 


SEAMEN’S CONTINUOUS DISCHARGES. 


Moved, That there be laid before the House a return of the number of con- 
tinuous discharge books issued since the continuous discharges came 
into operation.—(Zhe Lord Muskerry.) 


Earl of Dudley 
Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


Marine Insurance Bill [H.1.]—Order of the day for the Second Reading 
read, and discharged. 


Naval Prize Bill (1.1. ].—Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 
The Lord Chancellor (the Earl of Halsbury) 


Bill read 2* (according to order), and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House. 
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WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY. 

Lord Lamington... rare cad ne nee ae ae 

The Marquess of Londonderry ae ee eve cas oie ooo 1S 


House adjourned at Ten Minutes before Seven o'clock, till tomorrow, Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 3rp MARCH, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 


PLIED WitH).—Mr, Speaker laid upon the Table Keport from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz :—Military Lands Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 1) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 
tomorrow 


_ 
vt 
~I 


PRIVATE BiLL PETITIONS (STANDING ORDERS Not CompLiep WitH).—Mr. 


Speaker laid upon the ‘Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills That, in the case of the Petitions for the following Bills, 
the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz :—Croydon and Dis- 
trict Electric Tramways ; London County Council (Tramways and Improve- 
ments). Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders mis ms ial ee _ nad see <> | 


Garston and District Tramways and Electric Supply (Transfer) Bill. 


—Metropolitan District Railway Bill. Read a second tim®, and committed 157 


Clay Cross = peated Bill. re ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to 


be printed ’ as ‘a — nie a“ i, ae 


Croydon and District Electric Tramways.-Vetition for Bill ; referred to 


the Select Committee on Standing Orders —... rhe da si » A 


Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill.—-Reported ; Report to lie upon the 


Table, and to be printed : ee a she a4 oe wes 


PETITIONS. 


CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour; From Dowlais ; 


Merthyr; Trimsaran; Pencoed; Pantycalin; Rhos; Glynea; Emlyn ; 
Crynant; Ammanford; Tirydale; Pentremawr; Pendleton; Dillwyn ; 
Seven Sisters; Merthyr Lantwit ; Coegnant ; Onllwyn ; Wyndham ; Main ; 
Glyncorrwg ; Altham ; Swanwick ; M: adeley ; ; Norton Green ; Harriseahead ; 
Pittshill ; bueknall; Brown Edge : Talke; Kidsgrove; Audley ; Butt 
Lane Talke ; Halmer End; Kidsgrove (No. 6) ; Bunker's Hill ; Watermills ; 
Whitfield ; Goldenhill; Great Harwood; (Pochin No. 1); and Astley 
Pit Collieries ; to he upon the Tabie ... as whe we ee —_ 
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ELEMENTARY EpucaATIoN.—Petition from Wharfedale, for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table 


FRESHWATER FisH (SCOTLAND) BiILL.—Petition from St. Andrew’s, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Lonpon WATER BiLt.—Petitions in favour: From St. Paneras; and West- 
minster ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING BiLu.—Petitions in favour: From Middlesex; North Lancashire ; 
and Cheshire ; to lie upon the Table ... 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiLL.—Petitions in favour: 
From Felling; Barking Town; and St. Faith’s ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SisTER BILu.—Petition from Beckley, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eicut Hours) Bitu.—Petitions in favour: From Dowlais; Cross 
Hands ; Park Colliery ; Great Mountain ; Glangarnant ; Cawdor ; I -endleton ; 
Crynant ; Dillwyn : Seven Sisters ; Merthyr Lantwit ; Coegnant ; gag a 
Wyndham ; Glyncorrwg; Main ; Altham ; Swanwick ; Astley Pitt ; Great 
Harwood ; Pochin (No. 1) ; Cefn Brithdir ; East Elliott ; Whitworth (No, 2); 
Whitfield ; Goldenbill; Watermills; Bunker's Hill; Kidsgrove (No. 18) 
Pit; Halmer End; Audley ; Kidsgrove; Talke; Brown Edge ; Bucknall ; 

Harriseahead ; Pitshill; Norton Green; and Madeley Collieries. ; ; to lie 

upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pustic Houses (Hours OF CLOSING) (SCOTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENBMENT 
BitL.—Petitions in favour: From Rutherglen ; Stonehaven; Barrhead ; 
Buckie ; and Crail; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour: From 
Somersham ; and Godmanchester ; to lie upon the Table 


IRisH LAND CoMMIssION (JUDICIAL RENTs).—Copy presented, of Return of 
Judicial Rents fixed during the month of June, 1901 [by Command]; to le 
oD ? ’ 
upon the Table ... 


ARMY (ORDNANCE Factories) (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT).—Appropriation 
Account presented of the sums granted by Parliament for the expense of 
the Ordnance Factories, the cost of the production of which have been 
charged to other Votes for the year ended 31st March, 1901, together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon {by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 87.] 


EMIGRATION (COLONIES).—Copy presented, of — on the Emigrants Informa- 
tion Office for the year ended 31st December, 1901 |by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table .. ws 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN.—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Aberdeen for the year ending 15th September, 1901 iby Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 88.]... ews ane es 
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TREATY SERIES No. 3 (1902).—Copy presented, of Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and Japan relative to China and Corea. Signed at 
London, 30th January, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE REPorTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No. 2745 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 
BRIDLINGTON Piers AND Harsour.—Copy of Abstract of the General Annual 
Account for the year ending 26th July, 1901 [by Act] se 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WarR—TREATMENT OF BoER LEADERS—BANISHMENT PRO- 
CLAMATION.—-Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


New ZEALAND AND THE SoutH AFRICAN MEAT CONTRACT.—Question, Mr. 
Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


REMOUNTS— PRESENT PROVISION.— Questions, Mr. Lambert and Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answers, the Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) son ah 

Horse TRANSPORT CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.): 
Answer, the Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) i” mit ; ; 

DEFICIENT SuPPLY OF HorsES.—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick + 

Remount DEPARTMENT—-LIEUTENANT-COLONEL BIRKBECK. — Question, Mr. 
Pirie; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... at ae 

THe Kierksporp Disasrer.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ' 

GENERAL SCHEEPERS.—-Question, Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick na 

Bork PRISONERS —ALLEGED DEPORTATION OF CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. C. P. 
Scott ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... = née ie oa : 


ReporTED ARREST OF DutTcH BritisH StuBJECTS. — Question, Mr. Bryn 
Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick Ss : 


WouNDED OFFiCERS—PROMOTION PROSPECTS.—Question, Capt. Sinclair (For- 
farshire) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick oe ies on re 


NATIONAL Scouts.—Questions, Mr. Lambert and Mr. Pirie; Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick ive ed 


VOLUNTEERS AT THE FRoNtT. —Question, Mr. Pirie; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Minirary Courts-MArtiAL — Case oF PRIVATE BurTON, 3RD BATTALION, 
RaILway PIoNEERS.—-Question, Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wans- 
beck) ; Answer, Lord Stanley a aan ys ase ey 
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MILITIA BATIALIONS AT THE FRONT.—Questions, Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek) 
and Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick soe 


AkMY CANTEEN COMMITTEES.— -Question, Capt. Norton ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 167 


Burton Beer ror IRISH CANTEENS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College 


Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanlev 168 
TRANSVAAL ComMPANIES AND Company Law.—Question, Major Evans-Gordon 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, the President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... a nf ee is cag 
H.M.S. “Sunvisn.”-—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean); Answer, the Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
Belfast, W.) BR bs ee = ne - roe aid ... 169 
GOLD REMITTANCES TO INDIA.-Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; 
Answer, the Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) oe .. 169 
Soinpa, PuNJap AND DELHI RAiLWway.—-Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, 
Camborne) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton - 170 


New GerMAN TariFr.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Shettield, Central) : 
Answer, the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 171 


GERMANY AND SHANTUNG.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhamptor, 5.) ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ... = we mn ve ee ae ale 


=~! 
ve 


PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT OF Empire Propucts.—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain aa ve ii tee ee 


te 


WATERING CoaL Dust tN MINES.—Question, Sir William Harcourt (Monmouth- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, the Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon) sss ss i a “ae as Aes — 


LEAMINGTON VACCINATION CAse.—-Question, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, 


Rugby) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... 174 
BATTLE Pusiic Vaccinator.--Question, Mr. Corrie Grant; Answer, the Pre- 

sident of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) ... 174 
ALLEGED DEATH FROM VACCINATION. Question, Mr. Corrie Grant ; Answer, 

Mr. Walter Long a ae e me od ne Bat os 3 
Lonpon Water Bit -Constirution oF Proposkp Joint COMMITTEE. 

Questions, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar), Sir John Colomb 

(Great Yarmouth), and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answers, Mr. Walter 

Long in, 
TONNAGE MEASUREMENT OF FISHING BoAts.—Question, Capt. Sinclair ; Answer, 

Mr. Gerald Balfour —... ae _ ee wo ¥ ne ain ee 
Licht Rathways AcT AMENDMENT BiLt.—-Question, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) : 

Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 177 


PREFERENTIAL RatLway Rarves.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour — . ad 
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Tube RatLway VIBRATION ComMITTEE. —Question, Sir George Fardell (Padding- 
ton, S.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour : Fe os ; ape 


POULTRY-KEEPING IN THE Untrep KincpomM—ReEtTURNS WANTED.—Question, 
Mr. Walter Palmer (Salisbury); Answer, the President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ah 


BUTTER STANDARD.—Question, Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury As aie se 


HALIFAX AND HonG Kong Maits.—Question, Mr. Caldwell (Lancashire, Mid) ; 
Answer, the Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) a 


LONDON TELEGRAPHISTS—MaAXximuM Pay AND PRoMOTION.-Question, Capt. 
Norton ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain aoe net om ani 


Mivitary Dritt For ScHooLBoys.-—Question, Sir James Furgusson (Man- 
chester, N.E.); Answer, the Vice President of the Committee of Council 
on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


CLERKS OF THE HiGu Court—-CompuLsory RETIREMENT.— Question, Sir Albert 
Rollit (Islington, 8.) ; Answer, the Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, 
Inverness Burghs) 


Unirep Irish LEAGUE—BALLINAMORE MEETING. —-Question ( -); Answer, 
the Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 

TOTTENHAM Estate, Co, Lerrrim.-—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... ; . Ss vr oe e 


Siico District Lunatic AsyLUM.—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson : cree Pe ee 


GLENODE Extra Ponick Force.—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh: Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson fe ee 


CALLAN Petry Sessions CLERKSHIP.—-Question, Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 5.) : 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... ee me ar 2 


[kisH LAND ComMission —THIRD-CLAsS CLERKSHIPS. —Question, Mr. Nannetti ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... . it ee bs 


MALLARANNY FORESHURE -COTTIERS AND THE COLLECTION OF SEAWEED. 
Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


BANBRIDGE Post OrrICE—ALLEGED PiLFERING. —Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain , 


Bett Rock LENTICULAR APPARATUS. -Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour ... ae we 


IntsH GOLD ORNAMENTS.--Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Mitiraky AND NAVAL Works BiLL. —Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs); Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach sae es a 
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NEW ProcepurE RULE.—Questions, Mr.Gibson Bowles (Ly nn Regia) ; ; Answers, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach fee ek aa a ‘at 


STanpDInG ComMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL).—Sir JAMES FERGUSSON reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel that they had appointed Sir James Fergusson 
to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration of Bills 
relating to Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure. 


Sir JAMES FeRGussoN further reported from the Chairmen’s Panel 
that they had agreed to the following Resolution: That any Member of 
the Chairmen’s Panel be, and he is, hereby empowered to ask any other 
Member of the Chairmen’s Panel to take his place in case of necessity. 


Reports to lie upon the Table ... 


CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MeaAns.—The Clerk of the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—-HoUSING OF THE WORKING CLAssEs.—That they 
concur with this House in their Resolution: “That it is expedient that a 
Select Committee of this House be appointed to join with a Committee of 
the Lords to consider the Standing Orders relating to Houses occupied by 
persons of the labouring class and the Clauses usually inserted in Private 
and Local Bills and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills in pursuance 
thereof ; and to report whether any Amendments should be made in such 
Standing Orders and Clauses, and especially whether any and what pro- 
vision should be made for better securing the re-housing of all persons of 
the labouring class who may be displaced in connection with the under- 
takings to w hich the Bills relate, whether displaced under the powers given 
by the Bills, or otherwise ” 


NEW BILL. 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill.—‘“To enable County 
Councils in Ireland to exclude congested districts from the area of charge 
for certain purposes,” presented by Mr. Wyndham, under Standing Order 31 ; 
to be read a second time on Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 112.] 


London Water Bill.—{Seconp Reapine. |—[Seconp Day’s Depare.|-—Order 
read, for resuming adjourned debate * Amendment propose od to Question 
(27th February], “ That the Bill be now read a second time. 


And which Rennibioeit was 

“Jo leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the end of the Question 
in order to add the words ‘ this House, while welcoming the adoption 
of the principle of purchase and the creation of a special court of arbi- 
tration, is of opinion that the authority proposed to be created for the 
purchase and control of the water supply of London, is unsatisfactory 
and unworkable, and repugnant to the general principles of municipal 
government.’ ” —( Mr, Sydney Buston.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.’ 


Sir Blundell Maple (Camberwell, es 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, BE.) . ‘ 0 
Ser FP. Divon- Hartland ( Middl sex, Uxbridge) 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse ( Bristol, E.) 
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Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Limehouse) 

Mr. John Burns ( Buttersea) ern sc ses 
The President of the Locat Gover nment Board a Mr. Walter Long, Bristol S.) 
Mr. Abel Smith (Herifordshire, Hertford) .. whe — ‘ie 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) ... 

Mr. Hudson (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) 

Mr. Bryninor Jones (Swansea District) 


Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 223 ; Noes, 145. (Division List No. 53.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 226; Noes, 140. (Division List No. 54s) 
Main Question put and agreed to. 
sill read a second time. 


Mr. Walter Long ai 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it is expedient that the Bill be 
committed to a Joint Committee of Lords and Commons, and that a 


message be sent to the Lords to acquaint them therewith.”--(Mr. 
Walter Long.) 


Mr. Sydney Buxton... = 
Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone Ef.) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ... 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 

Mr. John Burns oe 

Mr. Bousyield (LLackuey, N. % 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Mr. Caldiell re at Mid) 


Amendment proposed 
“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘the Bill be committed to a Select 
Committee.’ °—(.Wr. Jillon.) 


Question proposed 


“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. i} ‘ulter Long 

Mr. br yninor Jones 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) . ee 
Dr. Macnamara (¢ ‘umber well, is 


Question put. 


The House divided :-Ayes, 193 ; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 55). 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
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Resolved, That it is expedient that the Bill be committed to a Joint Com- 


mittee of Lords and Commons. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith.—(M/r. Walter Long.) 


bad 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
In the Committee. 
[Mr. Jefireys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. } 


CIVIL SERVICES Excesses, 1900-1901.--£155 2s. 5d., Civil Services Excesses. 


Mr. Lubouchere (Northampton) ea eas ais nas =P os. 295 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, BE.) ... _ ee pas me pie «. 295 
Mr. Lough (Islington, WV.) ae ae is aa eos oo. 295 
Mr. Blake (Longford, ee ee me es _ ee ..« 295 
Resolution agreed to. 
AkMY EXCEsses, 1900-1901.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That 
a sum not exceeding £100 be granted to His Majesty, to make yood 
Excesses of Army Expenditure beyond the Grants, for the year ended on 
the 31st day of March, 1901.” 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lyun Regis)... ve < oa Ss a 
Sir Arthur Hayter (JV alsall) ta ie os as ee ... 296 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... P a — we nds << ae 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain... as ox mae ve in ree | 
Mr. Dillon ... om be ne ae ae ‘xs pee 60) « oe 
The Cheneellor of th Hachequer (Six M. Hicks Beuch, Bristol, IV.) ... 299 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) — ... ae sae sits a ... 300 
Mr. Blake... is baa i me ie i ws ... 300 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ee as re Se hi = sn SOO 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow ; Committee to sit again tomorrow. 


SUPPLY [24rH FEBRUARY]—REPORT. 
Resolution reported. 
Navy EsTiMATEs, 1902-1903.“ That 122,500 men and boys be employed for 
the Sea and Coast Guard Services for the year ending on the 5ist day of 


March, 1903, including 19,809 Royal Marines.” 


Resolution agreed to... ba eae 3 ae aoe .. 3801 
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SUPPLY [25rx FEBRUARY ]|— REPORT 


Resolutions reported. 


Navy EsTIMATEs, 1902-1903.—Wages, etc., of Officers, Seamen, Boys, Coast 
Guard, and Marines. 
1. “That a sum, not exceeding £5,962,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the expenses of wages, etc., to Officers, Seamen and Boys, 
Coast Guard, and Royal Marines, which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 


NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY), 1901-2. 
“ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £200,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March 1902, for additional 
Expenditure on the following Navy Services, viz. :— 
Vote 8, Sec. 3. Shipbuilding, Re- £ 
pairs, Maintenance, &c.—-Contract 


Work 23; ne a ... 150,000 
Vote 11. Miscellaneous Effective 
Services... at a aes 50,000 
Total bens ie _ £200, 000 
Resolutions agreed to ... wut jn on ote om ose 


Fresh Water Fish (Scotland) Bill.—|Seconp Reaprne.|—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —( Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland.) 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) . 
Mr. Shaw Stewart (Renfrewshire, E.) 
The Solicitor General for Scotland (Mr. Scott Dick "son, n, Gasgow, Bridgton). 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) ... oe see eee 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.)... 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time. 


Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, &e. 


Local Government (Scotland) Amendment (No. 2) Bill.— Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Debate arising. 
Debate adjourned till Thursday eco ove eee 


Adjourned at Five Minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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Orrick OF LorD GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Committee for privileges met. 
Counsel further heard on behalf of the claimant the Earl of Ancaster. 
Counsel heard to open the case on behalf of the claimant the Duke of 
Atholl. Committee adjourned to Tuesday next 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Medway and Thames Canal Bill [n...|—Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukin- 
fiel TES (Alma Bridge, &c.) Bill [H.L.] ; Birmingham Corporation 
Water Bill [ 4.L.}; Devonport Corporation Water Bill (HL. |; Dev _— 
Water Bill [| H. L. as ‘London and South-Western Railw ay Bill [H.1.] 


Darley Dale Water Bill [1.1.]—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
that the Earl of Lathom and the Lord Hylton be pr oposed to the House as 
Members of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl 
of Malmesbury and the Lord Lilford.. ; ree 


Read and agreed to. 


Northumberland Electric Tramways Bill [1.L.|—Committed : The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection wis ons 


Swansea Corporation Bill {1.1.|—Read 2* (according to order) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARGENTINE REPUBLIC, No, 1 (1902.)—Report by the Hon. E. Scott on the 
Welsh Colonies in Chubut. Presented (by command), and ordered to lie 
on the Table... ‘ one 


London Water Bill.— Message from the Commons that they have come to 
the following Resolution, to which they desire the concurrence of the 
House, viz. -—-That it is expedient that the London Water Bill be com- 
mitted to a Joint Committee of Lords and Commons whe , 


Plumbers’ Registration Bill [H.L.|—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further Amendment ; the report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House to be received on Thursday next. 


Bishopric of Southwark Bill [1.L.|—{Seconp Reapinc.]—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2*."—(The Lord Archbishop of 
Canterbury.) 


Viscount Middleton 
The Lord Bishop of Rochester 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday, the 13th instant. 
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VOLUNTEER ForCE—STATISTICS. 


Lord Chelmsford sds cod a - <> soe BAe 

The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) _... 05 sii OES 
THe ARMY AND RESERVE AFTER DEMOBILISATION. 

The Duke of Bedford a ou hs aoe oe ke oe 

Lord Raglan ra ; ee - e «s Bit 


House adjourned at Five Minutes s past Five billy to Seale next, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 4TH MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill (By Orprr).—Order for 


Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read a Second 


time.” 

Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, sie or ae ‘ial sida wish so Olan 
Mr. Carvill (Newry) ; sh s en 7 is ane, 
Mr. M‘Govern (Ci aran, W, ) oe oe dae waa hake a | 


Amendment proposed 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Carvill.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.) — Se mi ny ios ©6OR8 
The Attorney General for Ireland (: Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) .. 329 
Mr. T. M. Healey (Lowth, N.) — ... am pee Lee a ... 329 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) ... mn = ae as .. ddl 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick)... ee aa neti oa cos | =e 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) .. so ee 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir ‘M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, WV ) i Bes 
Mr. Kennedy (JV estmeath, N.) — ... «0. Bdor 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 263; Noes, 76. (Division List No. 56.) 
Main Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Urban District Council Bill—The following 
Notice stood on the Paper :—“ That it be an Instruction to the Committee 
that they shall arrange to have the urban district of Rathmines and Rathgar 
divided into four wards.” —( Mr. Field.) 
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Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 8.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Rathmines and Rathgar Urban District Council 
Bill that they shall limit the amount of money to such a sum, to be 
borrowed under Section 38 under each head, as shall not exceed the 
amount of the estimate upon which the contract is made.—(.r. 
Mooney.) 


Mr. Field... iets ses ree or a as oe 
The Deputy Chairman of Ways and Means (Mr. Jeffreys, Hants, N.) 


Motion by leave withdrawn. 


PrivATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 ComPLIED witH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Great 
Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bill be read a second time ne 


Private Bitits (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS 
Not CoMPLETED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
petition for additional provision in the following Bill, the Standing Orders 


have not been complied with, viz. :—Metropolitan District Railway Bill. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANs.—The Clerk at the Table announced 
the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


Lonpon County Counci. (TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS).—Petition for 
Bill ; referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders... , 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill.— Petition for additional provision ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for private Bills ~ wl 


Chard Gas Bill; Midland Railway Bill [by Order]; Military Lands Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed ... a 


Fareham Gas Bill._-Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. ‘ os ids de wad Bia 


STANDING OrpDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 


1. “That, in the case of the London County Council (Subways and 
Tramways) Bill, petition for dispensing with Standing Order 129 in the 
case of the petition of the ‘ Promoters of the Piccadilly and City Railway 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]’ against the Bill, the said Standing Order ought to be 
dispensed with.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill 
Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with ; that the parties 
e permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that Tramway No. 4 and 

Tramroad No 9 be struck out of the Bill.” 
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3. “That, in the case of the Halifax Corporation Bill, petition for 
additional provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with ; that 
the parties be permitted to introduce their additional provision, if the 
Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


_ 4 “That in the case of the Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with ; that the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill, provided that Clause 5 be struck out of the Bill.” 


5. “That, in the case of the Hove, Worthing, and District Tramways 
petition, the Standing Orders ought not to be dispensed with ” 


First four Resolutions agreed to. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION.—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Committee of Selection, That they 
had selected Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk) to be a Member of the Parlia- 
mentary Panel of Members of this House to act as Commissioners in 
pursuance of the provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899. i vr ae ay 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
PETITIONS. 

CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Barlborough ; 
Hanley (Nos. 1 and 3), Deep Pit, and Racecourse; Grange; Burslem ; 
Sneyd; Wet Earth and Dee Eye; Wheat Sheaf; Pendlebury. (two) ; 
Newton (two); Whitwick ; International ; Garw District; Glyneymmer ; 
Hazel Slade ; Coppice ; Old Coppice ; East Cannock ; Jeromes; Henllys 
Vale; Quarry Bank; Rishton; Town Bent; Rose Hill; Netherton ; 
Darby End; Pontllanfraith ; Rockingham (No. 1); Writhlington; Kil- 
mersdon ; Huish Pit ; Foxcote Pit ; Braysdown ; Ludlow’s Pit ; Camerton ; 
Clandown ; Tyning Pit ; Wallsall Wood; Aldridge; Ibstock ; Ellestown ; 

Coleorton ; and, Old Hill Collieries ; to lie upon the Table ... - ne 


CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) Bitt AND MINEs (E1cuHt Hours) Brtit.—Petition 
from Pendlebury, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... re ins 


LicENSING Bitt—Petitions in favour: From Southport, and Independent 
Methodist Churches ; to lie upon the Table ... ne ee whe vi 


LocaAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Acton, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table at at anc sai ies 


Mipwives Bitu.—Petitions in favour: From Oxford, West London, and 
Edgbaston ; to lie upon the Table a ae ve as “ 


Mines (E1icut Hours) Br_u.—Petitions in favour : From Hanley (Nos. 1 and 3 
and Racecourse); Grange; Burslem; Brownhills; Deep Pit; Sneyd; 
Newtown (two); Dee Eye; Garw; Wheat Sheaf; Pendlebury (two) ; 
Ystradgynlais; International; Barlborough; Whitwick; Glyncymmer ; 
Old Coppice ; Cannock Chase ; Brereton ; West Cannock (No. 3); Loch- 
gally ; New Tredegar ; Clandown Pit ; Camerton ; Ludlow’s Pit ; Huish 
Pit ; Writhlington ; Rishton ; Windygate ; Wemyss; Tillicoultry ; Clack- 
mannan; Kilmersdon; Braysdown; Tyning Pit; Darby End; Devon ; 
Alloa; Alva; Quarry Bank ; Pontllanfraith ; Silkstone ; Barnsley ; Rock- 
ingham (No. 1); Walsall Wood; Varteg; Netherton ; Old Hill; Aldridge ; 
Gilfach; Darran; Ellistown; Coleorton; Ibstock ; Town Bent; and 
Higher Ince.Collieries ; to lie upon the Table és one - 
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Pustic Houses (Hours oF CLosING) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT I 
BiLu.—Petitions in favour: From Dundee ; Ferintosh ; Fort William ; Sea- 
field ; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table val — ae wee 345 
I 
RoyaL DECLARATION.—Petition from Herne Bay, against alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table “si ‘ wes ; i ‘ w. 345 
I 
SALE oF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour : 
From Blackpool (four) ; and Leytonstone (two) ; to lie upon the Table ... 345 
) 
Soutn ArricaN War (TRIAL OF COMMANDANT peau —Petition from 
Rochdale, for clemency ; to lie upon the Table ae fo 108 w- 345 
( 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade . 
respecting the Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway (Abandonment) Bill and 
the objects thereof ew to Standing Order 158A]; referred to the I 
Committee on the Bill .. 4s ws ve ee eee tp we 345 
EvicTeD FArMs (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 18th I 
February ; Mr. Dillon] ; to lie upon the Table io es és ... 346 
ARGENTINE Repusic (No. 1, 1902).—Copy presented, of Report by the Hon. . 
E. Scott on the Welsh Colonies in Chubut [by seamed to lie upon the 
Table... disc ; ee ... 346 
AMERICAN MAIL Service.—Return presented, relative thereto oe 24th : 
January ; Sir John Leng]; to lie upon the Table... - 346 
A 
CoMMISSION OF THE PEACE (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “for each county, 
city, and borough in Ireland of the names of the persons holding the Com- 
mission of the ”Peace, and giving the date of appointment of each such 
Justice, and, so far as can ‘be ascertained, the designation, profession, or E 
occupation of each such person at the time of his appointment to the 
Commission of the Peace, stating at the foot of the Return for each county, ‘| 


city, and borough, so far as can ‘be ascertained, and with such accuracy as 
is possible, in the absence of any official record, the aggregate number of 
such persons that are Protestants, specifying their denominations, the T 
number that are Roman Catholics, and the number that are members of 
any other religious denomination, and the number of such persons that are 
of each such designation, profession, or occupation, so far as the same can 
be ascertained.” 8 


“For the whole of Ireland, of the number of such persons of each 
religious denomination that are of each such designation, profession, or 
occupation, so far as the same can be ascertained.” F 


“And of the number of such persons usually resident in such county, 
city, or borough (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 397, of A 
Session 1895).”—(Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh.)  ... we sie .- 346 


QUESTIONS. 


South AFRICAN WAR—WEEKLY List oF SURRENDERS AND PRISONERS.— 
Question, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; anne the Secretary G 
of State for War (Mr, Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... ow ww 
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KLERKSDORP DIsASTER.—Question, Mr. James O’Kelly ; Answer, the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


Borer HostaGEs ON TRAINS.—Question, Mr. meseghs J. Wilson beat 
W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


REMOUNTS—SELECTION. ee, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South were : 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. ole isa ve jas ze bos ial 


Meat CoNTRACTS—CAPTURED BoER CATTLE. Riaeciiiates Mr. Field om 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, Lord Stanley . wel . ese is ; 


COMFORTS FOR THE TrROoPS—MISSING PARCELS.—Question, Mr. Fenwick 
(Northumberland, Wansbeck) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ‘ - 


War Orrick -CoRRESPONDENCE DeELAYS.—Question, Col. Sadler (Middles- 
borough) ; Answer, Lord Stanley xs - eos she ‘an 


EssEX REGIMENT—THE FRENCH IMPERIAL EAGLE. Riteaeii Major Rasch 
(Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, Lord Stanley... ie ‘sa me 


UNDER-AGE ENLISTMENTS. nea Mr. Pirie naman N. ds Answer, Lord 
Stanley .. ; , sie ou 


YEOMANRY COMMISSIONS.—Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley ... ‘i ba ve er ie ii én 


ILForD RIFLE RANGE.—Question, Mr. Frederick Wilson (Norfolk, Mid) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley ... me whe ae jee ee sai iis 


ArMY EXPENDITURE—CONTRIBUTION OF INDIA.—Question, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.); Answer, the aac of State for India anil G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... 


British Forces 1x InDIA.— Question, Mr. Schwann ; Answer, Lord Stanley... 


THE CHINESE REGIMENT.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ciaasars eee Forest 
of Dean); Answer, Lord Stanley es “4 ve me = 


TRANSPORT — DEMURRAGE AND Time CHARTER HIRe.—Questions, Mr. 
M’Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answers, the Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


Sugar BountTIES CONFERENCE.—Questions, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) and Mr. 
James Lowther (Kent, Thanet); Answers, the Chancellor of the sian 
(Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) on ue a 


FLOGGING IN JAMAICA.—Question, Mr. a aise imaaeed ns 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 


ANSWERS TO COLONIAL QuESTIONS.—Question, Mr. David Thomas — 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain se Sei ; aca 


HANDCUFFING OF CONVICTED ANTI-VACCINATIONIST.—Question, Mr. Bayley : 
Answer, the ray of State for the Home ee _ acre 


Croydon) 


GOVERNMENT LICENSING BILL.—Question, Mr. David Thomas; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie ... ae a oie ail es sae eae wae na 
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Day AND EVENING SCHOOLS SANCTIONED BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES.—Question, 
Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) ; Answer, the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 


HoMEs FOR PAUPER CHILDREN IN THE CAMBERWELL UNION.—Question, Mr. 
Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson 


Wye Conservancy Byr-Laws.—Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) ; Answer, the President of the Board of Trade _ Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) : 5 ; 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RaItway— MILLWoop TUNNEL ACCIDENT.— 
Question, Mr. Bell (Derby) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCIDENTS) Act, 1900—NEw BoarpD oF TRADE 
RuLeEs.—Question, Mr. Bell ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 


INFLUENZA EPIDEMIC—SUGGESTED INQUIRY.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse 
(Somersetshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson pay : 


PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS—SANITARY CONDITION OF THE Hovuse.—Question, 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson 


ATMOSPHERE OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Mr. Rutherford (Lancashire, 
Darwen), Dr. Farquharson, and Captain Donelan (Cork Co., E.); Answer, 
the First Comptroller of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine) 


ILLicit DISTILLERIES.—Question, Mr. O’Mara (Kilkenny, S.) ; Answer, the 


Financial Secretary to the Government (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, F.)... ate af ne ss =e 


PosTAL ORGANISATIONS—INTERVIEWS WITH THE POSTMASTER GENERAL.— 


Question, Captain Norton cian tad ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain sisi in oe , 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AND FREE POSTAGE. anna Mr. Field ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain “ih ie at ; 


Dewsbury Post OFFICE. caus Mr. Runciman eer seaside Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain = ie : 


Pay OF JUNIOR TELEGRAPHISTS AT THE MANCHESTER Post OFFICE.— 
Question, Mr. Groves (Salford, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


(kisH DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE—SCHEME FOR BENEFIT OF RURAL 
WorKErS.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, Mid); Answer, the 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ae 

HousinG oF [RIsH LABOURERS.—Question, Mr. Sheehan ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


DRAINAGE OF THE RIVER Suck. sania Colonel Nolan Seamines N. ys Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ; one me ken 


DuBLIN Post OrricE—CorcorRAN DEFALCATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


BANBRIDGE Post OFFICE PILFERING CASE.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny); Answer, Mr, Austen Chamberlain 
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RIVERSTOWN (TIPPERARY) POSTMASTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. Reddy (Kings 
County, Birr.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... yy ae a 


Rock ANGus LIGHTs. Biases saan Mr. Samuel Young gee By; sears Mr. 


Gerald Balfour ... a oo 
New PRocEDURE RULES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks 
RESOLUTIONS OF WAYS AND MEANS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 

Boroughs) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach _... = = ap ... 3866 
SuppLy (Army EstiMATEs).—Order for Committee read, 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... 366 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 
SouTH AFRICAN WAR—CONCENTRATION CAMPS— 

Mr. Humphreys Owen (Montgomeryshire) pee ve — ... 402 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ... ies - sia ... 412 

Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 

in order to add the words, ‘this House deplores the great mortality in 
the concentration camps formed in the execution of the policy of 
clearing the country in South Africa; and while recognising the 
improvements in the administration of those camps, condemns the 
delays which have occurred in effecting them ; it calls on the Govern- 
ment, especially in view of the approach of the African winter, to 
state what further measures they intend to take for the preservation of 
life, and for the protection of the health of the inmates of the camps.’ ” 
—(Mr. Humphreys Owen.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
Mr. Lyttelton (Warwick and Leamington) ... is on ss . 421 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) 426 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. - Chamberlain, Birmin ham, iW ’) 431 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ... ‘ 450 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... Lie ts an ... 455 


It being Midnight, Mr. Speaker proceeded to interrupt the business, 


Whereupon Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer rose in his place, and claimed 
to move, “ That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now. put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 230; Noes, 119. (Division List No. 57.) 


Question put accordingly. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 230 ; Noes, 119. (Division List No. 58.) 
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Main Question again proposed. 


Debate arising ; and, it being after Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned 
Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


REPAYMENT OF LOANS By LocaL AUTHOoRITIES.—Ordered, That a Select 
Committee be appointed to inquire and report as to the statutory and other 
conditions limiting the periods for repayment of loans raised by local 
authorities in England and Wales, whether any relaxation of such 
conditions is desirable, and whether uniformity of practice can be secured 
in this matter. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of Mr. Bill, Mr. Brigg, 
Captain Donelan, Mr. William Jones, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone, Mr. Law, Mr. Grant Lawson. Mr. A. K. Lloyd, Mr. M‘Crae, 
Mr. Charles Murray, Mr. Nannetti, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Runciman, and 
Mr. Wodehouse. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers 
and records. 


Ordered that five be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond) ... 


Adjourned at half after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 5ra MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Wadhurst Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock (South 
Yorkshire Extension Lines) Bill.__Read a second time, and committed 


PrivATE Britis (Group D).—Sir Savile Crossley reported from the Committee 
on Group D of Private Bills ; That Captain Jessel, one of the members of 
the said Committee, was not present during the sitting of the Committee 
this day ... an es bak a kas es 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bromley Gas Bill.—Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed SEY ele we nes pre: ike 


PRIVATE BiLts (Group E).—Mr. Caine reported from the Committee on Group 
E of Private Bills ; That for the convenience of parties the Committee had 
adjourned till Friday, at half-past Eleven of the clock ‘ se ove 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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PETITIONS. 


BHAGAT, MossaHor.—Petition from Mossahor setae for redress of grievances ; 
to lie upon the Table ine a me meh a 


CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Pentre ; Pwllg- 
waun ; Darranddu; Abercynon; Hafod; Park Lane; Brynn Hall ; 
Brackley ; Risca ; Nunnery (No. 2); Moston ; Ashton Field; Curt-y- 
Bettws ; Old Roundwood ; Agecroft ; Hindley (Nos. 12, 14, and 17) ; Ince 
{No. 7); Ripley ; Chesterfield Central ; Bonds Main ; Clay Cross (No. 2) 
(two) ; Langwith ; Clay Cross (No. 4) ; ’ Hardwick ; Alma ; Hindley (two) ; 
Pleasley ; Boythorpe ; Chesterfield ; Hephthorne ; ; Sheepbridge (No. 1); 
Garforth ; Platt Bridge; Halton ; "Radcliffe and Kearsley ; Teeswood ; 
Furness Vale ; Broadoak ; Great Herbert ; Avenue ; Chesterfield Danes- 
moor ; and Clay Cross (No. 9) Colleries ; to lie upon the Table 


FRESHWATER FisH (SCOTLAND) Brtt.—Petitions in favour: From Glasgow ; 
and Girvan ; to lie upon the Table mb he pee 


GROCERS’ CERTIFICATES aie BiLu.—Petition from Govan, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table Hs , - ‘ig wei ne 


LICENSING BILL.—Petition from Chertsey, for alteration; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Sheffield ; Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 
and Kettering: to lie upon the ‘l'able 2 om — os 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiLu.—Petitions in favour : 
From Radstock ; and Hampstead ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL GOVERNMENT AcT, 1894.—Petition of the Scottish Poor Law Medical 
Officers’ Association, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table... 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire's SISTER BiILL.—Petition from Gravesend, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ee sie wnt , ns 


MIDWIVEs BiLL.—Petition from Wimbledon, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eicut Hours) Bitt.—Petition of the vena Association of Great 
Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table oy Sr 


MinEs (Eicut Hours) Bitu.—Petitions in favour: From Brackley ; Pentre ; 
Darranddu ; Pwllgwaun ; Abercynon ; Hafod; Nunnery (No. 2) ; Darwen ; 
Brynn Hall ; Park Lane; Ashton F ield ; ‘Moston ; Muirkirk ; Risca ; 
Dysart ; Curt y-Bettws ; Old Roundwood ; Agecroft ; Dalmellington ; Hill 
0 Beath ; Lumphinnans ; Fordell; Donibristle ; Oakley ; W ellwood ; 
Methill ; Lassodie ; Saline Valley ; ” Buckhaven ; Blair Adam ; Balgonie ; 
Methil Hill ; Hindley (No. 17); Hindley (No. 12); Ince (No. 7); Hindley 
(No. 14); Ripley ; Avenue ; Chesterfield ; Danesmoor ; Clay Cross (No. 9); 
Hepthorne Lane ; Boythorpe ; Chesterfield ; Galston ; Hindley (two) ; Platt 
Bridge ; Garforth ; Broadoak ; Teeswood ; Gwrhyd ; Werfa ; Treamain ; 
Bwllfa ; Dullas ; Gorllwyn ; Merthyr ; Llety Shenkin ; Halton ; Furness 
Vale George ; : Tyr Er yd; Nantmelyn ; Fforchaman ; Lower Duffryn ; 
Cwmneol ; Cwmaman ; unnel ; Victoria; Aberaman ; Blaenant ; and Court 
Herbert Collieries ; to lie upon the Table ‘ + 


OuTpooR RELIEF (FRIENDLY enna BiLL.—Petition from Ossett, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ‘ tee por oe ‘ ; te 
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Pusiic Houses (Hours or Ciosine) (Scortanp) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from Govan; Kirkcaldy; Airdrie; Beath ; 
Haggs ; and Galashiels ; to lie upon the Table ve wat las aa 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petition of the British 
Women’s Temperance Association, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 





Sop Ciuss BiLL.—Petition from Keith, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
AMERICAN MAIL Sexvice.—Return [presented 4th March] to be printed [No. 89] 


EvicTtep Farms (IRELAND).—Return [presented 4th March] to be printed. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2746 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table bis ie woh al a 43 ‘ai bi De 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill.—{Seconp Reapinc].—Order for Second Reading 


read. 


Mr. Jacoby (Derbyshire, Mid) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston)... Pe 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) ... 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Tomlinson.) 
Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) 

Mr. Harris (Tynemouth)... oes ie bt 

Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, Rhondda) 

Mr, Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck)... 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 

Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) ... mh 

Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) ... res 
Sir Charles Dilke rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 

tion be now put.” 


Question, ‘That the Question be now put,” put, and agreed to. 
Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 207; Noes, 208. (Division List No. 59.) 
Word added. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for six months. 

STANDING CoMMITTEE (CHAIRMEN’s PANEL).—Sir James Fergusson reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel: “That they had appointed Sir Thomas Esmonde 
to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration of Bills 


relating to Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures.” 
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Report to lie upon the Table ... 


PuBLIC PETITIONS CoMMITTEE.—Second Report neil up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed le is 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 6TH MARCH, 1902. 


Sat First.—The Lord Stuart of Castle Stuart bes eating sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his brother 


Took’ THE OAaTH.—The Lord Vivian took the Oath 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bills have not been complied with :— 
Croydon and District Electric Tramways ; London County Council (Tram- 
ways and Improvements) ; also the Certificate that the further Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :—Rossen- 
_ Valleys Tramw a - L. i The same were ordered to lie upon the 

able... we ' ; ya mis jo 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [H.L.].—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the. Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 14th of F February 
and Thursday last discharged ; and Bill committed . ; 


Tyne Improvement Commission Bill [H.L.]—Rhondda Urban District 
Council Tramways Bill [u.L.]; Ystradfellte Water Bill [.L.]; Rusthall 
Manor Bill [H.L.]; Wrexham Water Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee did not meet ssi until One o'clock ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. ; 


Ashton-under- igpe and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, &c.) 

Bill [u...].—Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee had 

not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared 

in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The orders 

made on the 13th of ‘February and ew last stantial and Bill 
committed 


Tiverton Market Bill ne _ .—Report from His snedtind s one | General 
received, and ordere ie on the Table __... 


Wrexham District Tramways Bill [1.L.]—Committed, The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... 


Central Argentine and Lesa titted = - ihe with 
Amendments 


Tiverton Market Bill [H.L.].—Read 2* (according to order) 
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Tyne Improvement Commission Bill eg, Rhondda Urban District 
Council Tramways Bill pet) ; Ystradfellte Water Bill Per]; Rusthall 
Manor Bill “we ; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [H.L.] ; 
Wrexham Water Bill [4.L.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Earl of Eldon be proposed to the House as member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of Bradford on and after 
Monday next ; read, andagreed to... oad ie ee si “te 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Commons ACT, 1899.—Return respecting, laid before the House (pursuant to 
Order of the 20th of February last), and to be printed. [No. 25]... i 


TRADE Reports.—Annual Series ; No. 2746. Portugal 


CuHurcH Estates Commission.—Fifty-first report from the Church Estates 
Commissioners, for the year preceding 1st March, 1902 : 


ECCLESIASTICAL CoMMISsION.—Fifty-fourth Report from the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners for England ; with an Appendix 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901 (CounTy oF LANCASTER).— 
Area, houses, and population; also population classified by ages, con- 
dition as to marriage, occupations, birthplaces, and infirmities. Presented 
[by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Protection of Innkeepers Bill [.u.].—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lord Muskerry ... om on se 
The Lord Chancellor (the Earl of Halsbury) 


Bill, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Plumbers’ Registration Bill Lang” Seana reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next ae iu sh 


BENEFICES (City or Lonpon).—Moved, For a Return of the benefices in the 
City of London, the values thereof, with the name of the incumbent of each 
benefice, and the curates (if any) licensed thereto, distinguishing those 
benefices in which no parsonage house exists, and those in which the 
parsonage house is not inhabited by the incumbent ; and also of all City 
benefices, distinguishing those in which the incumbent is non-resident, and 
those in which he is resident, and in the cases where he is non-resident, the 
rents received for the parsonage house, and in the case of each the name or 
designation of the patron or patrons thereto. [Similar to Return made in 
1872.|—(The Earl Beauchamp.) 


Lord Belper... 
Earl Beauchamp 


On Question Motion agreed to, and Return ordered to be laid before the 
House. 


THE EpucaATION ACT AND MINUTE OF 1901. 
Earl Beauchamp ... a eee eee eee 
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Moved, “That there be laid before the House, Papers relating to the Edu- 
cation Act and Minute of 1901.”—(The Earl Beauchamp.) 


The Lord President of the Council (the Duke of Devonshire) 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
SouTH AFRICAN WAR (CONTRACTS FOR WINES AND SPIRITS). 


Earl Carrington 


Moved, “ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for a Return 
of all contracts entered into by, or on behalf of, the War Office for the 
supply of wines and spirits for the use of British troops in South Africa, 
showing in each the names of the contractors, with the prices and 
origin of the stores contracted for.”—(The Earl Carrington.) 


The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 

Lord Monkswell... ‘sn ean ous sea ae ue ene 
The Secretary of State for Foreign A fjuirs (the Marquess of Lansdowne) ... 
The Earl of Portsmouth ... ‘a eis iit - ue or 
Lord Welby 

Lord Vivian ‘ai 

The Earl of Errol ... 


On question, their Lordships divided—Contents, 16 ; Not contents, 79. 
REMOUNTS—PURCHASES IN CANADA AND NorTH AMERICA— 


Lord Tweedmouth ... 
Lord Raglan 

Lord Ribblesdale 
Lord Raglan 


STANDING ORDERS.— Moved, That Standing Order No. LXxxvil. be amended by 
leaving out the following words, viz.— 


1. “In the case of documents in public custody within the United 
Kingdom, officially certified copies thereof (or officially certified 
extracts or excerpts of such documents, if deemed sufficient by the 
Committee for Privileges) shall be delivered in by a witness, who shall 
be required to swear that he has examined them with the originals, 
and that the copies are correct. (With regard to the documents in 
public custody in England, the originals, as heretofore, must be 
produced at the Bar by an officer of the department having custody of 
the same.” 


And by inserting the following words in lieu thereof, viz.— 


1, “ No original of any record or public document in the custody 
of the Master of the Rolls shall be required to be produced before the 
Committee of Privileges or any other Committee of this House without 
a written order for such production, signed by the Lord Chancellor or 
the Chairman of such Committee. Such records and documents shall 
be proved by certified copies as provided by the Public Record Act, 
1838, Ist and 2nd Vict., chap. 94.”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
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The said Standing Order amended een 4 and to be mae as 
amended. (No. 26.) 


House adjourned at Ten Minutes before Seven o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 6TH MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the clock. 


The CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANsS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill (By Orper). 
—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Groves (Salford, 8.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Groves.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sir John Fergusson (Manchester, N.) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 
Original Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed. 


West Ham Gas Bill (By OrpER).—Motion made and Question proposed, ** That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 
The Amendment was not seconded. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 
Kent Water Bill (By OrpEr).—Read a second time, and committed ... 


Broadstairs Gas oa. an, | with Amendments ; dessert to lie nee the 
Table... 
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North Warwickshire Water Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; easy 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


PRIVATE BILLs (Group D).—Sir SAviLE CrossLey reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group D of Private Bills; That, at the meeting of the 
Committee this day, a letter was received from Captain Jessel, one of the 
members of the said Committee, stating that he was unable, on account of 
illness, to attend the Committee this day. Report to lie upon the Table ... 


Omagh Urban District Gas Bill.— Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore 
Electric Tramroad Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; 7 ts to lie — 
the Table, and to be printed fs 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power _. ee, with- 
out Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Bill to be read the third time. 
PETITIONS. 
Coat Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Llanbrabach ; 
Rudry ; Poynton; Aberpergwm; Westhoughton: (two); and Newton 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table , ie “ si a a 


ELEMENTARY EpuCATION.—Pétitions for alteration of Law: From Brighouse ; 
and Great Griffield ; to lie upon the Table 


FRESHWATER FisH (oor.aup) BitL.—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table sid bas 


LICENSING BrLt.—Petition from London, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Hampton 
Wick, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (E1cut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in fayour : From Llanbradach ; Rudry ; 
Poynton ; Aberpergwm ; Westhoughton (two) ; and Newton Collieries 


PusLic Houses (Hours or Ciosine) (ScoTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Gardenstoun ; Dunoon; Bowmore ; 
Arbroath ; Stromness ; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the table 


RaTING OF LAND VALUES.—Petition from Luton, for legislation ; to lie upon 
the Table a bie 


SHop CLuss BiL.—Petition from Beith, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Sires VALUES (LONDON) RATING BILL. —Petition from on cent to 
lie upon the Table- er: a ‘si 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CuurcH Estates ComMIssion.—Copy presented, of fifty-first Report from the 
Church Estates Commissioners for the ye — 1st March, 1902 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table _.... 
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ECCLESIASTICAL ComMISsION.—Copy presented, of fifty-fourth Report from the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England, with an mn ieaain [by en ; 
to lie upon the Table - : ‘ eee . 


Census OF ENGLAND AND WALES.—Copy presented, of Census of England and 
Wales, 1901 (County of Lancaster) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


“Return of the net 
Income and Expenditure of British India, under certain specified heads, for 
the eleven years from 1890-1891 to 1900-1901.”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


QUESTIONS. 





South ArricAN WaArR—BOoeERS IN THE FIELD—NATIVES IN MILITARY En- 
PLOYMENT.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton); Answer, the 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . 


CONCENTRATION CAmPps.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire E.) ; 
Answer, the eee of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Bir- 
mingham, we » - - ose one eee sve eee ose 


EXECUTION OF Mr. STEYN’s NEPHEW.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ‘ on oe one — oii on seid 


BoER SURRENDERS. Tita Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick - ses ose sos oo — os 


NatTIvVE WITNESSES BeroreE Courts-MARTIAL.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick . a aaa aa iis Bee) 


Sir JAMES WILLCocKs.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick bis — oss wis ant pee eee ‘os 


REMOUNTS—MiInitaRy Court m4 INQquIRY.—Questions, Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
and Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick oes 


WastaGe OF Horse FLESH.—Questions, Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 
and Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answers, Mr 
Brodrick need on bac ni soni a a 


PurcHAset OF Horses IN ARGENTINA.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 
Answer, the Financial eed to the War Office ew ee Lanca- 
shire, Westhoughton) . — 


Horst Purcuase Contracts—Mr. Weit—Mr. HouLper.—Questions, Mr. 
Labouchere and Mr. M‘Kenna ; Answers, Lord Stanley pin one 


Remounts—LorpD KITCHENER’S COMPLAINTS.—Question, Mr. Seale Hayne 
(Devonshire, Ashburton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... eee ane one 


ENGLISH Horses.—Question, Mr. Frederick Wilson leita Mid) ; a, 
Lord Stanley... ous ove wee ove ° woe ee 


INSPECTOR GENERAL OF AUXILIARY Forces.—Question, Mr. Courtney Warner 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick _ oon ee 


Ir1isH CONTRIBUTION TO New ArMY SCHEME.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy 
(Limerick, W.); Answer, the Chancellor of the a plat M. Hicks- 
Beach, Bristol, W.) _ ... 
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British ARMY IN INDIA—-INCREASED CosT.—Question, Mr. Seale Hayne ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . pa ots and on bis one im 


ToweR OF LONDON—GOVERNMENT CONTRACT AND WaAGES.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... saa 


EncLisH Beer For IrIsH CANTEENS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ... a vias “e _ ~ ai on vee 


RECRUITING AGE REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Pirie ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


VoLUNTEER OrFiceRrS—DEFICIENCY.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick oi ; ; od 


BrussELS SuGAR BoUNTIES CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. David Maclver 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


WeitsH SETTLERS IN PATAGONIA.—Question, Mr. David Thomas dads 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ei ze , 


NEWFOUNDLAND—Croc HARBOUR—ENGLISH AND Frencu REeELATIONS.— 
Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 


DESTITUTE ALIENS IN LONDON.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, the 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


SEAMEN’S REMITTANCES TO ForEIGN PorTs.—Question, Mr. Heywood Johnstone 
(Sussex, Horsham) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour es “ne 


BAKEWELL ANTI-VACCINATIONISTS.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, 
Loughborough) ; Answer, the Secretar y of State for the Home on 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) i ic fas wi et 


LiverPooL Foop AND BETTERMENT AssOcIATION—RATING DiFFIcULTY.— 
Question, Mr. David Maclver; Answer, the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Grant Law son, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) .. 


Foop PRESERVATIVES.—Question, Sir ied mour King citi ee : Fe 
Mr. Grant Lawson is ; : 


Wetsu County Councits—Powers oF COMBINED ACTION.—Question, Mr. 
David Thomas ; Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson. : oa “ “A 


ALLEGED SACCHARINE SMUGGLING FROM HAvRE.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan 
(Tyrone, Mid); Answer, the Financial Secretary to the damamed (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, W orcestershire, a ia ie snd ‘ke 


PENZANCE AND LONDON MAIL SEerRvVICE.—Question, Mr. Hain (Cornwall, St. 
Ives) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ? a mm ate 


ILuicit STILLs. Tienda Mr. O’Mara aie 8); hein Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ‘ fei nF be 


PiccADILLY IMPROVEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, 
the First Commissioner of Works Sees Akers | Kent, St. 


Augustines) ... “an "6 AN 
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ENFORCEMENT OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. 
William Abraham (Cork County, N.E.); Answer, the ee General 
for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ‘ 


BALLYRONY AND NEWCASTLE (Co. Down) Rartiway. Sa cemnaante Mr. sani. <t 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson tes . sien 


IRISH AGRICULTURE—SEED TESTING, FERTILISERS, ETC. ices Mr. Mur- 
naghan ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ‘ - sins 5 ve 


Cost oF CouNTY ADMINISTRATION IN TYRONE.—Question, Mr. , Ne ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson.. as ‘ ane Sn 


KANTURK UNION AND THE LABOURERS’ AcTs.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork 
County, N.) and dees Donelan saad County, » B); : =— Mr. 
Atkinson ; 


PROSECUTION OF Mr. Cork AT TEMPLEMORE. ee, Mr. Kendal O’Brien 
(Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ; - ae os 


IRIsH GOLD ORNAMENTS.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) and 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach , 


Lapourers’ AcT Inquiry AT ENNIS. aimed Mr. Sheehan _— aii 
Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson... * we : 


APPEALS AGAINST CONVICTIONS UNDER THE CRIMES ACT.—Questiors, Mr. 
Dillon and Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson ... — 


In1isH LocaL GOVERNMENT RATES. — Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson *e eis sa oe is ane a 


Ir1isH MuNicrpaL CorPORATIONS ACT. en Mr. a Auswer, Mr. 
Atkinson , ws ~ ; , aie as - 


HERBERT Estate, County Kerry. allie ateniae Mr. —— omy, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... ‘ ae . pel 


Ex-SERGEANT SHERIDAN.—Questions, Mr. Lundon eerpaas Ne ; Answers, 
Mr. Atkinson Ue ne ‘aa se a is a pee 


ALBERT INSTITUTE, DUBLIN. aaa Mr. P. J. O’Brien (Tipperary, N. ) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson .. mn nd a 


CANAL AND RarLway Rates IN _ IRELAND. een Mr. —~ 
County, Birr); Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


FoRESTRY IN IRELAND.~-Question, Captain Donelan ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


MALLARANNY ForeEsHORE RIGHTs. Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, ba 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ee si ‘ 


FasTNET Rock LIGHTHOUSE. a ennitats Mr. David Maclver ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour . ea re Ly ss at pas 


DusBLIN SorTiInc OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain J ad 7 *. rer ted “as ea 
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UNIVERSITY EDUCATION IN IRELAND. aan Mr. Dillon; Answer, Sir M. 
Hicks Beach... i ee om F Te us me ... 604 





BUSINESS OF THE HousE 
Campbell- Bannerman Girling Burghs), Mr. Lough, Mr. Winston Churchill 
(Oldham), Sir Charles Dilke ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach a ..- 605 


NEW BILL. 


Public Offices (Dublin) Bill.—“ For the acquisition of certain land in Dublin 
as a site for a proposed Royal College of Science and other offices and 
buildings for the public service; and for purposes connected therewith,” 
presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under Standing Order 31; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 113] ... 606 


SuppLY—ComMITTEE (ARMY ESTIMATES). 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main Question [March 4th], 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 


Question again proposed. 


Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central)... ae ste ny ... 606 
Mr. Chas. Spencer (Northamptonshire, — we eee a .- 68 
Col. Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) . ss is sax ... 620 
Mr. Frederick Wilson (Norfolk, Mid) tik ses soe me .-» 627 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) ‘ ee ~ 76 »oa! ae 
Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) 636 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office es Stanle % | Lancashire, West- 
houghton) it 638 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith “‘Burghs) ies je is aa ... 644 
Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, 8.) , oh = pu ce ... 646 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ons fa i .. 647 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman sient Burg) oes a oe ... 654 
Col. Brookfield (Sussex, ye) ee os sd ... 656 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) . nas wei ... 658 
Lord Willoughby de Evesby (L incolnshire, Hor neastle) Ae x5 ... 660 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 260 ; Noes, 51. Division List No. 60. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a number of Land Forces, 
not exceeding 420,000, all ranks, be maintained for the Service of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at Home and Abroad, 
excluding His Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1903.” 
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Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ... _ ons + 665 
Major Bagot (Westmoreland, Kendal) eae dial ke sii .-- 668 
Dr. Farquharson (2 Aberdeenshire, W.) vas on art aoa - & TI 
Col. Legge (St. George’s, Hunover Square) nbs ea wv. 674 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) int ee — & Tr 
Lord Alwyn Compton — Biggle aaa = wi +. 688 
Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) ‘ =f See aes --. §6GR 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ... aa sin oa om . 694 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) we si ae oe oo 
It being Midnight, the Deputy-Chairman left the Chair to make his Report Al 
to the House. 
, P , ke 
Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 
Local Government Act (1888) noes arena en Bill.—Order for 
Second Reading read, and discharged.. 704 
Bill withdrawn. 
NEW BILL. 
. Ei 


LocaAL GOVERNMENT AcT (1888) AMENDMENT (LONDON) (No. 2.)—Bill to 
amend Section 43, Sub-section 1 (b), of the Local Government Act, 1888, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert Robertson, Mr. Bousfield, and Pr 
Mr. Allkusen. 


Local Government Act (1888) Amendment (London) (No. 2) Bill.— 
“To amend Section 43, Sub-section 1 (b), of the Local Government Act, Ca 
1888,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 114.] ... ae oo ae 


Adjourned at Five Minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 7rH MARCH, 1902. Le 


The LorD MACNAGHTEN sat Speaker. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


le 
Medway and Thames Canal Bill * L. ‘aleaiin witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee. : as sii ans sce ©4000) 
Devonport Corporation Water Bill (H.L.)—Devonport Water Bill, sn )— 
Witnesses Ordered to attend the Select Committee. ine «| COD 


The LorpD SPEAKER acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further Cc 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been compl ed with :— 
Lincoln “and East Coast Railway and Docks Abandonment.—The same was : 
ordered to lie on the Table. ... nee hes ins i pen . 705 Fi 


House adjourned at Three o'clock, to Monday next, a quarter before Li 
Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 7rH MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 705 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Abercarn Urban anna met Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time : : 33 ; ae .. 105 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill (By Orper).—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Sir Edward Strachy (Somersetshire, 8.) ... aa me bas iow Ga 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ae we ae i co oe 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) = aac oh ms eg ss NO 


Second Reading deferred till Friday next. 


East Worcestershire Water Bill.— : eameatel with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. eae es wii soe 106 


PRIVATE Bits (Group E).—Ordered, That John Collins do attend the Com- 
mittee on Group E of Private Bills upon Monday next, at half-past Eleven 
of the Clock ... ass oo he aa et we ans ... 706 


Caledonian Railway Bill.—|By order.] Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ... ses ~ iw ‘as Poe jam, ae 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... bbe a ie sii ae ss Oe 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire) a a oe xy sie we, 600 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire)... ee ne aS es iss $08 


Bill read a Second Time and Committed. 


LocaAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1).—Bill to confirm 
a Provisional Order of the Local Government Board for Ireland relating to 
the town of Mallow, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland and Mr. Wyndham __.... ng ‘ne ie nm nas .. 708 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill—‘“To confirm a 
Provisional Order of the Local Government Board for Ireland relating to 
the town of Mallow,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 115.] i sp és one “ “s a as ~ 


PETITIONS. 
CoaL MINEs (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Boosbeck ; 
Atherton ; and Misley Collieries ; to lie upon the Table _... ae --. 709 


FRESHWATER FisH (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Glasgow ; 
and Loch Lomond ; to lie upon the Table... am kad she .. 109 


Lic—eNsInc Acts AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from — in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table iii ies on ne ‘ a we 


as 
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LicENSING BILL.—Petitions in favour: From a is sail and Manchester ; 
to lie upon the Table ... on tos oe ne wee oi 


LocAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BriLu.—Petitions in favour : 
From Twickenham; Newhaven ; and Woolwich ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (E1cut Hours) Bitu.—Petitions in favour: From Boosbeck ; Manor Pit ; 
Trencherbone ; Misley Common ; and Atherton Collieries ; to lie upon the 
Table... ene oe on woe eo vee on ni vor 


PusLic Houses (Hours or CLosine) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
Biti.—Petitions in favour: From Cupar; Tillicoultry ; Edinburgh ; and 
Pulteneytown ; to lie upon the Table ... oes ane ae es ‘ie 





Ratine oF LAND VALUES.—Petition from Stockton-on- Tees, for legislation ; to 
lie upon the Table ~— ie ose » 


SALE oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petition from Wisbech, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table “ ne 


Suors BriLtL.—Petition from Woolwich, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY).-—Further Return relative 
thereto — 14th weriasiaedd 1900 ; Mr. Grant Lawson|; to be printed. 
| No. 91 . _ 1 oe nee 


ee 


STANDING COMMITTEES (TITLES OF BILLs).—Return relative thereto [ordered 
17th February ; Lord Hugh Cecil] ; to be printed. [No. 92.] _ 


PusLic Orrices (Dusit) Bitu.—Ordered, That the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills do examine the Public Offices (Dublin) Bill with respect 
to compliance with the Standing Orders relative to Private Bills.— (Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland.) ... 





QUESTIONS. 


IXECUTION OF COMMANDANT SCHEEPERS.—Questions, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.), and Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answers, 
the Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ‘ 














CONCENTRATION CAmps.—Questions, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick ‘“ wid ae aa as ies ee 


Meat Contract—Sir ForestreR WALKER AS A CoMPANY DIRECTOR. 
Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick % 


YEOMEN AT THE FRONT—UNFOUNDED REPORT. Reine Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick oti ee - 





Horse TRANSPORT FOR THE ARMY.—Question, Sir H. Meysey-Thompson 
(Staffordshire, Handsworth) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick tp At nae 


Remount Reports.—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ose ad BR ane a 3 ne 
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TRANSPORT OF REMOUNTS.—-Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 714 


REMOUNTS—MILITARY CourT OF INQUIRY—GENERAL TRUMAN’S COUNSEL.— 
Question, Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden); Answer, Mr, 
Brodrick ve ae 5a ve si me a Sea ae + te 


PURCHASE OF MULES IN SP: Question, Mr. M‘Kenna; Answer, the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office — meiwe Lancashire, West- 
houghton) : ‘ ; 





RoyaL Victorta HospiraL, NETLEY. iia Captain Norton; Answer, 
Lord Stanley... ses pe wee wes és sas ws 


InDIA—THE BroTHERS Natu.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, the apiiaas, dei of State for India o— G. — Middlesex, 
Ealing) . , , oe ; 


EsTIMATE OF NEXT YEAR’s EXPENDITURE.—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answers, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) pia ‘in wi an One 


IRISHMAN’S CLAIM AGAINST THE HonpURAS GOVERNMENT.—Question, Mr. 
O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ... _ wei ee i 


COMMITTEE ON SAViNGs BANKs.—Question, Sir James Woodhouse (Hudders- 
field) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ... 3 as me tee nae 


CopPpER SALTS AS A Foop PRESERVATIVE.—Question, Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; 
Answer, the Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) ea sae au oe ate 


ALLEGED DEATH FROM VACCINATION—CASE OF Mr. EssEx.—Question, Mr. 
Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) ; Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson -- O19 


THE “PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.”—Questions, Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone, E.), 
and Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs); Answers, the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.)... 719 


SENIOR ASSISTANT CLERKS. asia seal Norton ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ne cae and Sas ae a 


STORNOWAY MAILS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... 720 
FORESTRY IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, $.), Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick), and Capt. Donelan (Cork Co., E.); Answers, the we 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ne : ae 
BELFAST VALUATIONS.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


IRIsH PAUPER LUNATICS. aia Mr. Lundon venauuiene E. )s ; Answer, Mr. 





Atkinson 722 
CASHEL Mr. Condon (Tipperary, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... ne te es me a sis «3s “SS 


LABOURERS’ CoTTAGE SCHEME AT LEBENAGH. Poiunsaies Mr. Sheehan o- 
Co., Mid); Answer, Mr. Atkinson... Me iy : j 723 
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of the ‘Boar d of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, ae central)” 


RATHLIN O’BIRNE IsLAND LiGHTHOUSE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour on nes ron ree pea 


CoNGESTED Districts BoARD—RESIGNATION OF LORD DE VESCI. Suaueigie 
Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson a , - 


Seep TESTING STATIONs.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson a aa ein a oe a ‘ 


Ir1sH JUDGES —ASSIZE CHARGES. heat Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson é aoe : mM oa ne ree a F 


NORMOYLE TRIAL—SERGEANT COLE. <a Mr. baat Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson wes 44 “a cud Sa aa ; a 


BANAGHER TO CLARE RAILWAY SERVICE.——Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, 
Birr) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ° ree ee Si ae 


ALLEGED ASSAULT BY POLICE AT CASTLEBAR.—Questions, Dr. Ambrose and 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson 

Crimes ACT—PRISONERS AND PrIsoN RULES.—Questions, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson : : “ 

BUSINESS OF THE House. res Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, §8.), Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford), Dr. Farquharson ( Aberdeenshire, W.), Mr. W hitley, 


and Mr, Blake (Longford, 8.) ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach and Mr. 
Brodrick ‘nm an tine we co oa pe sas ‘as 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure 
(during ‘the consideration of the Midwives Bill), Sir Savile Crossley and Mr. 
Eugene Wason; and had appointed in substitution Mr. Cohen and Mr. 
Luke White. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee, That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, the following fifteen Members 
in respect of the Fresh Water Fish (Scotland) Bill :—Mr. Anstruther, 
Captain Balfour, Mr. Black, Mr. Bryce, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Alexander 
Cross, Earl of Dalkeith, Mr. Dalziel, Sir Edward Grey, Mr. Hozier, 
Sir Joseph Leese, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. O’Mara, Mr. Shaw Stew art, 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 


NEW BILLS. 


Crorrers’ Hotpincs (SCOTLAND) AcT (1886) AMENDMENT (No. 2).—Bill to 
amend The Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Weir, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Cathcart Wason, 
Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, and Mr. Caldwell. 
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Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act (1886) Amendment (No. 2) Bill.— 
“To amend The Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday next, 
and to be printed. (Bill 116.] , ous in 


ScHOOL BoARD ELECTORATE (SCOTLAND).—Bill to admit to the School Board 
electorate of Scotland all persons entitled to vote for the County Council 
election, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Weir, Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. 
Nicol, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harms- 
worth, and Mr. Caldwell. 


School Board Electorate (Scotland) Bill—‘To admit to the School 
Board electorate of Scotland all persons entitled to vote for the County 
Council election,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read the second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 117.] 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS.—Bill to provide that no prosecution under the 
Vaccination Acts shall be commenced without the authority of the 
Guardians, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Channing, Sir John Rolleston, 
Mr. Goddard, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Brigg, Mr. Carlile, Mr. Bell, Mr. Broad- 
hurst, and Mr. Corrie Grant. 


Vaccination Prosecutions Bill.—“ To provide that no prosecution under the 
Vaccination Acts shall be commenced without the authority of the 
Guardians,” presented and read the first time ; to be read the second time 
upon Monday, March 17th, and to be printed. [Bill 118.]... 


Coroners’ INQUEsTS (RAILWAY FarA.itres).—Bill to amend the law relating 
to Coroners’ inquests in the case of fatal accidents on railways, ordered to 


be brought in by Mr. Channing, Mr. Bell, Mr. John Burns, and Mr. 
Schwann. 


Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatalities) Bill.—“ To amend the Law 
relating to Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal Accidents on Railways,’ 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon semi 
17th March, and to be printed. [Bill 119.] as “s 

SupPpLY—CoMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, 8.) in the Chair. | 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


I. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a number of land forces, 
not exceeding 420,000, all ranks, be maintained for the service of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at home and abroad, 
excluding His Majesty’s Indian possessions, during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ... 

Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) 

Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 

Sir William Rattigan gone 4 N.E. a 
Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) . 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling g Burghs) 
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The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surr "ey, masieesainsil 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ... a 

Captain Clive (Herefordshire, S.) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 


Motion made, and Question put, “‘ That a number of land forces, not exceed- 
ing 400,000, all ranks, be maintained for the said service.”—(Mr. 
Dillon.) 


Major Evans-Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) 
Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, — 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) . ‘s 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 

Mr. Brodrick: , 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. 

Mr. Brodrick be 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty y) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 54; Noes, 182. (Division List No. 61.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum not exceeding 
£18,940,400, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the 
Pay, Allowances, and other Charges of His Majesty’s Army at Home 
and Abroad (exclusive of India) (General Staff, Regiments, Reserve, 
and Departments), which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 


Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, 7 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) me 

Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£18,940,300, be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Mr. Seely (Lincoln) 

Mr. Labouchere (Nor: thanpton) 
Mr. Brodrick ‘ 

Mr. Courtenay Warner 
Major Seely 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73 ; Noes, 162. (Division List No. 62.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left his Chair to make his report to 
the House. 


Resolutions to be reported npon Monday next; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Questions, Mr. J. A. Pease, Sir Charles Dilke, and 
Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach as ar 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve o'clock till next Monday. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 10TH MARCH, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have not been complied 


with :— 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways. 
Hastings Tramways. 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways Extension. 


Birmingham and Midland Tramways. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Ystradfellte Water Bill [H.L.].—Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 


Committee 


North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill [u.L.]—The King’s 


consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with 


Amendments. 


L. Elgin (£. Elgin), (chairman), E. Bradford, E. Stanford, L. Carew, L. 


Shute, (V. Barrington) 


Birmingham Corporation Water Bill [.1.]—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table; the Orders made on the 13th and 27th of 
February last discharged ; and Bill committed forthwith ose 


Darley Dale Water Bill [1..].—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table : The orders made on the 13th and 27th of February last discharged ; 


and Bill committed pad 5 


Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company Bill [1.1.]. 


Birmingham Corporation Water Bill [1.L.]. 


Reported, with Amendments ... 


Isle of Wight Central Railway Bill [x.L.].—Committed 


Renfrew Harbour Bill [H.L.]; Rhymney Railway Bill [H.L.]; Tyneside 
Tramways and Tramroads Bill [H.L.]; Newcastle and Gateshead Water 


Bill [u.L.]; Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill 


H.L. 


]|.—Committed ; 


the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Sclostion nie ove 


Nobel’s Explosives Company, Limited (Ardeer Works Water Supply) 
Bill [u.t.}—The Chairman of Committees informed the House that the 


promoters do not intend to proceed further with the Bil 


the Bill be not further proceeded with 





1: Ordered that 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MISCELLANEOUS, No. 4 (1902).—Sugar Conference at Brussels ; Despatch from 
the British Delegates inclosing copy of the Convention. signed on 5th 
March, 1902... 


eee eee eee eee eee 


TRADES Reports.—Annual Series: No. 2747—Columbia (excepting Panama 
district). 
Presented {by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—1. Order in Council of 6th March, 1902, 
entitled the “ China (W hangpo River Conservancy) Order in Council, 1902.” 
. Orders in Council of 6th March, 1902, applying the provisions of “The 


Colonial Prisoners Removal Act, 1884,” to the Protectorates of Northern 
and Southern Nigeria ... ; 


EXTRADITION Acts, 1870 To 1895.—Order in Council of 6th March, 1902, 
giving effect to the Anglo- Belgian Extradition Treaty, y» signed 29th October, 
1901, and ratified 6th December, 1901 ; Po Lon Aa 


BRITISH SETTLEMENT Act, 1887.—Order in Council of 6th March, 1902, relating 
to the transfer of British New Guinea to the authority of the Common- 
wealth of Australia 


LAND TRANSFER Act, 1897.—Order in Council of 6th March, 1902, further 
postponing until the lst July, 1902, the operation of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, in the City of London bias wad 


ASssIzES Acts, 1876 and 1879.—Orders in Council of 6th March, 1902, con- 
stituting Spring Assize Counties Nos. 2 and 3 = ane 


BANKRUPTCY Courts (IRELAND).—Returns of the Official Assignees of the 
Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland and the local courts, Belfast and Cork, for 
the year 1901 ... eee eee ove one 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


London Water Bill [1.L.].—A Bill for establishing a Water Board to manage 
the supply of Water within London and certain adjoining districts, for 
transferring to the Water Board the undertakings of the Metropolitan 
Water Companies and for other purposes connected therewith—was pre- 
sented by the Lord James of Hereford ; read 1"; to be printed ; and to be 
read 2* on Thursday next. [No. 27.] 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—LORD METHUEN’S REVERSE. 


The Under Secretary y of State _ War “— Raglan) 
Earl Roberts — sins 

Earl Spencer 

The Prime Minister and Lord Priv y ‘Seal (the Marquess of Salisbury -y) 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE HousE—COLLECTION OF FEEs.—Ordered, That on 
and after the first day of April next the fees charged at this House be 
collected by means uf stamps. 


That the Clerk of the Parliaments do communicate with the Lords Com- 
missioners of His Majesty’s Treasury as to the provision of stamps 
and any other steps necessary for carrying this Order into effect. 
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Then it was moved to resolve that the following new Standing Order be 
made, viz :— 


Ordered, That in lieu of the fees heretofore charged, the fees con- 
tained in the Schedule hereto be taken in this House by stamps on the 
documents specified in the said Schedule, except in the case of parties 
petitioning for leave to sue in formé pauperis, and that, except in such 
cases, none of the said documents be issued from or received at the 
Parliament Office, unless it shall have been duly stamped. 


ScHEDULE OF FEEs. 


£s. d. 
On Order of Service .. sie oir ane sak i 1 0 0 
», Recognizance ... oe uae 110 0 
, Petition not referred to ‘Appeal Committee ae 110 0 
» Joint Petition from each party thereto slats Wr 015 0 

», Petition referred to PES Committee (including 
report thereon) . 3800 

» Cases lodged, including Tayi ing , case on the “Table, 
Bar fee, ‘and Counsel attending "3 0. 6 

», Motion Paper to set down for hearing g, including 
entering Appeal on Cause List ne eas ne 20 0 
,, Judgment... a fais ae ye we na 3 0 0 


(Nore.—The stamps are on sale at the Fees Office, House of 
Lords. ) 

* £8 10s. of this amount representing the Bar fee and the fee 
for Counsel attending at the hearing, will be repaid to the parties 
or their agents in cases in which the appeal, after being set down 
for hearing, is withdrawn before being heard at the Bar. A 
similar course will be adopted with regard to any other over- 
charge. 

(The Lord Chancellor) : agreed to ; the said Order to be added 
to those now applicable to appeals in this House, to be numbered 
XI., and to be printed. [No. =8.] os as aa - 


CoRONATION HOLIpDAys. 


Lerd Avebury aa es oe ae er 4 ae 
The Marquess of Salisbury ... ai es >a wid one 


Plumbers’ Registration Bill [.1].—Read 3* ooneing to om; an Amend- 
ment made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons .. oa 


REMOUNT DEPARTMENT—REGISTRATION OF HorSES FOR WAR. 
Lord Harris 


Lord Raglan roe 
Lord Tweedmouth ~ 

THE BRUSSELS SUGAR CONVENTION. 
Lord Pirbright ... 
The Secretary of State for | War (he Marquess of Lansiowne) 
Earl Spencer 


House adjourned at Twenty Minutes past Six o’clock till tomorrow at 
quarter past Four o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 10TH MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAys AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED wiTH).--Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) Bill. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Southport and Cheshire Lines 
Extension Railway Transfer) Bill. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill. 

Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS 
NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
petition for additional provision in the following Bill, the Standing Orders 
have not been complied with, viz. :— 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders ee ve oa “0 vs pre oe oa 


PrivaTE Bitts [Lorps].—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills com- 
prised in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means as intended 
to originate in the House of Lords, they have certified that the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with in the following cases, viz. :— 


Birmingham and Midland Tramways [Lords]. 
Hastings Tramways 7 
Mexborough and Swinton Tramways [Lords]. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways [Lords]. 


PrIVATE BILt Petitions [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the petitions for the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not 
been complied with, viz. :— 


Birmingham and Midland Tramways [Lords]. 
Hastings Tramways ‘aang | 
Mexborough and Swinton Tramways [Lords]. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways [Lords]. 


oo that the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
rders . bos we ast si a = oe is 
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Dertgiee and Nottinghamshire Electric enenl es; Wadhurst Gas 
Il.—Read the third time, and passed 4 one oe 


Great Central and Midland Railways (South ae saneieded 
Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 


Grand Junction Lataeea = sath aes —Read a second ma and com- 
mitted a ide ; ‘ 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 1),—Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Edmonton, Enfield, Tottenham, and Wood 
Green, ordered to be — in ode Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland. m ose a oon 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Edmonton, Enfield, Tottenham, and Wood 
Green.” Presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be  eneente [ Bill 


Newport eg ies Bill.—Reported, with eevee et to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed +s oe 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill. penal, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table - ~ 


PETITIONS. 


Coal MINeEs (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Bradford ; 
Waterloo ; Gatewen ; Bersham ; Plaspower ; and Wharton Hall Collieries ; 
to he upon the Table an me oa ae al ‘a 


Mtnes (Ercut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour: From Wibsey ; Universal ; 
Waterloo ; Gatewen ; Bersham ; Plaspower ; and Wharton Hall Collieries ; 
to lie upon the Table ae - inn 


PuBLic Houses (Hours or CLosine) (SCOTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Leith (two) ; Dundas; Bathgate; New- 
haven ; Ayr ; Greenock ; Hamilton ; Evanton ; Stenhousemuir ; Inverkeith- 
ing ; Edinbur gh (four) ; Edzell; Glasgow ; Dunoon; Rutherglen ; Kilmar- 
nock ; ; and Grand Lodge of Scotland Independent Order of Good Te emplars ; 
to lie upon the Table , ve ~ sae wie as ne 


RATING OF LAND VALUES.—Petition from Cheltenham, for legislation ; to lie 
upon the Table . = : 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petition from Chichester, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FoREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of the 
6th March, 1902, entitled the China (Whangpoo River Conserv — Order 
in Council, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table = 
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FOREIGN JURISDICTION AcT, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 6th March, 1902, applying the provisions of the Colonial Prisoners Re- 
moval Act, 1884, to the Protectorates of Northern and Southern Nigeria 

[by Act]; to lie upon the Table des wns os ive 


EXTRADITION Acts, 1870 To 1895.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of the 
6th March 1902, giving effect to the Anglo-Belgian Extradition Treaty, 
signed 29th October, 1901, and ratified 6th December, 1901 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table . one oes 


BritIsH SETTLEMENTS ACT, 1887,—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 6th 
March, 1902, relating to the transfer of British New Guinea to the 
authority of the Commonwealth of Australia [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table : one aad ‘ia Sen aad 


ASSIZES AcTs, 1876 AND 1879.—Copies presented, of Orders in Council of 6th 
March, 1902, constituting Spring Assize Counties Nos. 2 and 3 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table ss ons oe _ _ 


IMPERIAL SERVICE Force (East Inp1ia.)— Address for “ Return showing (a) the 
numbers and description of the troops known as the Imperial Service Force, 
placed at the disposal of the Government of India by the Princes and 
Chiefs ; (>) the baggage animals and other transport appliances which 
certain Native States hold in readiness for service in campaigns; and (c) 
since the institution of this Imperial Service any additions to, or diminu- 
tion of, these forces agreed upon with the States concerned.”—(Mr. 
Schwann.) 


LAND TRANSFER Act, 1897.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 6th March, 
1902, further postponing the operation of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, in 
the City of London, until the Ist July, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table ror on “ee a sas aie “i ee 


East INDIA INCOME AND EXPENDITURE.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[address 6th March ; Sir thn to lie - the Table and to be 


printed. [No. 93.] ... 


Bankruptcy Courts (IRELAND).—Annual Returns presented, of the Official 
Assignees of the Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland, and the Local Courts, 
Belfast and Cork, for the year 1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2747 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table . oni aes wit es ye 


SuGAR CONFERENCE AT BRUSSELS (MISCELLANEOUS, No. 4, 1902).—Copy pre- 
sented, of despatch from the British delegates inclosing copy of the Con- 
vention signed on the 5th March, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ie wee at ‘ine 


NAVAL Works Acts, 1895, 1896, 1897, AND 1899.—Account presented, show- 
ing the amount of money issued out of the Consolidated Fund ; the amount 
and nature of the securities created in respect thereof ; the amount of the 
surplus of income over expenditure for the financial year ended 31st March, 
1896, and the amount of money expended in pursuance of the Acts during 
the year ended the 3ist March, 1901; together with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by ora to lie a the taeee 
and to be printed. [No. 94] . ‘ - 
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STANDING CoMMITTEES.—Ordered, That all Standing Committees have leave to 
print and circulate with the Votes the Minutes of their Proceedings and 
any amended Clauses of Bills committed to them..—(Sir James Fergusson) 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—REVERSE TO LORD METHUEN’S Force.—Statement, the 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) _... 


FarM BuRNING.—Question, Mr. eit: san Seite neat E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick oe én : , he pe 


Miss HoBHOUSE. ce egdy Mr. Henry J. Wilson (Yorkshire, W.R., Holmfirth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ee one ‘at sea “ oe i 


DYSENTERY AND ENTERIC FEVER COMMISSION.-—Question, Sir Walter Foster, 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


DEATHS FROM ENTERIC FEVER.—Question, Sir Walter Foster; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick oak ae <i ae ren be . 


EXECUTION OF COMMANDER SCHEEPERS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
(Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


PROSECUTION OF DUTCH BRITISH SUBJECTS. ee Mr. Lough (Islington, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick wes 


Mrs. RoussEAv.—Quesition, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.); Answer, Mr. 
2 as : 
3rodrick 7S igs —e ae 


Mr. MARAIS.—Question, Mr. Channing ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


PURCHASE OF STORES IN SOUTH AFRICA. re — Norton ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick R 


PURCHASE OF REMOUNTS IN IRELAND—ACTION AGAINST MAJOR STODDERT — 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ai 
Dustin District CANTEEN SUPPLIES.—Question, Mr. T. M. iain N.); 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ~ ae i. ia ‘se 


TENDERS FOR ROLLED OATs. <i niiaine Mr. John Dewar naa maid 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . o a ms ss : 


War OFFICE eer nits Mr. Joyce (Limerick); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick .s He aS. “on “ae sine aise 

MeEAT ContTRACTS, 1899-1901.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, West- 
houghton) ba 


PEMBROKESHIRE YEOMANRY.—Question, Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick sii re _ wa = in 


NEW BATTLesHips—Waces oF ELECTRICAL WoRKMEN.—Question, Captain 


Norton ; Answer, the wreiiaied to the Admiralty ane Arnold Forster, 
Belfast, W) ; : wi son ‘ sis és 
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CorPorRAL PUNISHMENT IN THE NAVY.—Question, Mr. Lloyd re roma 
thenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster sat sak 


ARMOUR PLATES FOR BATTLESHIPS.—Question, Mr. James teal iene 
Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster a aes 





IMPERL! Mr. Schwann ; Answer, 
the Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


InpIAN SouTH-WEst Monsoon—PropOsED METEOROLOGICAL STATION ON 
SocoTra.—Question, Sir Manchergee a _— meaeie N.E. D5 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton , 


LAscARS AS A NAVAL RESERVE.—Question, Sir ae ia rtiac eile 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton... one one ane ; 


Ma.ta.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ws 





CABLE COMMUNICATION WITH W Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, W orcestershire, E.) . - 


THE “ PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.’ dean Mr. O’Mara (Kilkenny); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ; ae : eS : 


SMALLPOX AT BETHNAL GREEN.—Question, Sir Manchergee Bhownaggree ; 
Answer, the President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter + Long, 
Bristol, 8.) oes ae 


Lonpon PAvupER CHILDREN.— Question, Sir Walter Foster ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long bea oe Be es ss re am ee 
PrivATE SCHOOLS AND THE Epvucation GRaANT.—Question, Mr. Bartley 


(Islington, N.) ; Answer, the Secretary to the Local Government Board 
(Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N. R., Thirsk) 


Hyper ScHoois.—Question, Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton); Answer, 
Mr. Grant Lawson one a ' be ‘as 


KinG’s LYNN CHARITIES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, 
the Parliamentary Charity Commissioner (Mr. Griffiths Boscawen, Kent, 
Tonbridge) oes tins eee ane : ” me re 


CrimINAL LAw AMENDMENT (IRELAND) ACT.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, 
the Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) - 


Lanp Court APPEAL IN CouNTY FERMANAGH.—Question, Mr. Archdale 
(Fermanagh, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ce ee Ss 


Birr Market W ee Mr. waned Leet County, Birr) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson .. i , : sn tt: we 


SHIELS CHARITY.—Question, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


LOUGHGLYNN POLICE AND RENT DispUTES.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ms am ons ie? aie ke fiat 
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IrisH EDUCATION EXAMINATION PAPERS-PRINTING CONTRACT.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson r as 


OMAGH RatTes.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid}; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson af ins +r ap Ges i i 


LAND (IRELAND) Act, 1896 —OPERATION OF THE 40th SECTION.—Question, Mr. 
O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... oa as At) a 


SHOOTING ON THE CLANRICARDE EsTATe.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson Re ae roe ve a eg 


MAYO PRISON GOVERNORSHIP.—Question, Mr. Conor O’Kelly (Mayo, N.); 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 3 sod see aa sad a ne 


PRISON REGULATIONS AT KILKENNY.—Questions, Mr. Conor O'Kelly and Mr. 
Dillon; Answer, Mr. Atkinson Se. mas a ee 


IrntsH CONGESTED Districts BoARD—RESIGNATION OF LoRD DE VESCI.—- 
Questions, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W.), Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 
(Kerry, W.), Captain “Donelan _— ones sa and Mr. O'Mara ; 
Answers, Mr. Atkinson sie 


IrIsH LAND VALUATION. hii seiataai Mr. Cullinan Sides S. “ds ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson ; . ahs se bo nas 


LABouRERS’ CoTTAGE SCHEMES.—Questions, Captain Donelan, Mr. Cullinan and 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, Mid); Answer, Mr. Atkinson bs 


BALLYHAUNIS (Mayo) Potice.—Questions, Mr. Conor O’Kelly, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Blake (Longford, 8.), oe Donelan and Mr. Swift ; Macneill Answers 
Mr. Atkinson an : 


RANAGISSAUN PoLice.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


IrtsH ESTATES IN THE LAND Court.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson “ai i is ast “xe 


TRALEE AND DINGLE RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... Pe a sh RE oa 5 Ji 


RicHMonD HospitaL, DUBLIN. cesta Mr. P. J. O’Brien (Tipperary, N.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Atkinson ‘ si an Ae 


MALLARANNY ForesHorRE RiGuts. — Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; 
Answer, the President of the Board of Trade — Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 


Central) 


Irish GOLD ORNAMENTS. — Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


DepaseD SILVER COINAGE IN IRELAND.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ; LS te ne ay He 


Inuicit STILLS IN IRELAND. inte Mr. O'Mara; Answer, Mr, Austen 
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CHINESE OPERATIONS—PARLIAMENTARY RECOGNITION OF MILITARY SERVICES. 
—Questions, Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) ; ‘ee 
the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) on Ve 


“THE TIMES”—PUBLICATION OF EXCLUSIVE INFORMATION AS TO CABINET 
MEETINGS.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour _... .-» 895 





NEw MEMBERS SwoRN—John M’Kean, stinsilbes for the ete of Monaghan 
(South Monaghan Division)... 4 ; ae : asa ... «896 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair]. 


Army EsTIMATES, 1902-3—1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a 
sum, not exceeding £8,332,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge for the Supply and Repair of Warlike and other Stores, which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1903.” 


Capt. Norton (Newington, W.) _... nae ae oud ad ... 896 


Motion made and Question put, “ That Item ‘A’ (Civilian Staff and Wages 
of Army Ordnance Department) be reduced by £100.”—( Captain Norton.) 


The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord mre ee West- 


houghton) ; ‘ 899 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) - cea sit --- 902 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . .. 903 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. “Brodrick, Surrey, Guildfor a) ... 904 
Sur Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; .. 904 
Mr. Gibson Bowles sisi R Seat: one se res .-» 905 
Mr. Brodrick: ‘ his oes Ss ae es .» 905 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 104; Noes 171. (Division List No. 63.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) sa out ron oe sal ... 909 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) rea sts ut es <a 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) he ‘i iia ua .. 911 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) a aes ‘ne abe .- 911 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ave es on sa ose 918 
Mr. O’ Mara (Kilkenny, S.) p one _ ia ate --- 912 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That Item B (Guns and Carriages) 
be reduced by £50,000.”—(Mr. O’Mara.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles ji ne ods ane ses ae x ae 
Mr. Brodrick , ons ae ses vo «a Se 
Sir Henry Fletcher (Susser, Lewes) ae ves — — coe OO 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, a ses ae fie ae on on. oe 
Lord Stanley a bee — a --. 918 
Mr. Whitley (Halifer) cae a ate Sad ae rt ... 919 


Mr. O'Mara ’ ae ise bet rah ies on -- 920 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 107 ; Noes, 202. (Division List No. 64.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Courtenay Warner wn. ae a 8 sa .. 923 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item C (Ammunition) be 
reduced by £100.”—(Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles oe ~ pia as Say is -- 924 
Mr. Brodrick oud fie ne om we rae ss .. 924 
Mr. Cochrane atts vhs we sins ake -. 925 
Mr. Haldane (Haaldingloshire pe a a ond en .. 925 
Sir Charles Dilke ... sone me ins ia ea -. 926 
Mr. ry Warner... _ ost ae iin sae ns oa 
Captain Nor me wis sie ost “na woe “ ee | 
Lord ae” ws Bae ies ee or «o S20 
Mr. Seton-Karr (St. icons) est sd «eh ian hei «wae 
Lord Stanley ee me ve eis hah ei «. 929 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Nannetti Re ae ‘ak ae a as ms ... 929 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item G (Equipment Stores) 
be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. Nannetti.) 


Mr. Seton-Karr me oe oe fo «« 980 
Colonel Legge (St. George’ s Hanover r Suare) So aaa set ... 930 
Lord Stanley ee , ror ois bien . Oe 
Captain Norton bs oe a Seis eee as 5 a» S62 
Mr. O’ Mara my rhe La me? Me ts ve «« S22 
Mr. Nannetti ee oi sats is es he: aoa ans. DOe 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Brodrick ; aes sa ee «so O88 
Sir. H. Campbell- Banner man n (Stirling Burghs) ar aia ecg soe 98S 
Sir Arthur Hayter sata a ime ne eas 7 oe 934 
Mr. Whitley is bes ga sbi ‘ie tie we --. 934 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ... ‘ve on ae om ee ats oo» ©6984 
Mr. Brodrick . =e ioe ne sis es w. 935 
Mr. O’Shee (Waterfor W. rl rat ay a ite rat? ... 935 
Mr. O'Mara és as ‘oa ea sas ae --. 936 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 241 ; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 65.) 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, F.) ... 939 
Navy Estimates, 1902-3. 


9, £3,356,400, Naval Armaments. 
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3. Motion made, and Question proposed. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,100,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the expense of 
works, buildings, and repairs, at home and abroad, including the cost 
of superintendence, purchase of sites, grants in aid, and other charges 
connected therewith, which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March 1903.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson — si tha ows bis sie -- 940 
Sir Charles Dilke ... és - on haa ~ dé -- 942 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ... oe we = “ae on one .-. 942 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... oe poe oe Sine ... 944 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) . niin ees sae aes oo. 945 
Sir John Colomb _ eat Yarmouth) sa ie ir one -- 946 
Mr. O Mara “ ann a eee sis on .. 948 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,095,000, be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. 0’ Mara.) 


The Civil Lord of the Admiralty = sidhietiiaiy em | W ‘mais a. 949 


Mr. Edmund Robertson... ... 952 
Mr. Groves (Salford, 8)... ne ana we ne ..- 953 
Mr. Mansfield —— Spating) am Ha e ae ... 953 
Mr. Dillon ... cae me e oa ... 954 
Mr. Caldwell ja i oe bie Pr a eae ... 955 
Mr. O Mara a ae eS er sea re = w. §=956 
Mr. Pretyman jie a on re we wal bet ... 956 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 81 ; Noes, 185. (Division List No. 66.) 
Original Question put and agreed to. 

4. £2,661,500, Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, «ce —-Personnel. 


Mr, Kearley ... 969 
The Secretary to the Ai bona (ar. “Arnold Forster, / Belfast W, 7 ... 959 
Sir Charles Dilke ... a. 966 


Resolution agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported tomorrow. 
Committee to sit again tomorrow. 


SUPPLY [71H Marcu] REPORT. 


Resolutions reported :--- 


ARMY EsTIMATES, 1902-3.—1. “That a number of Land Forces, not exceeding 
420,000, all ranks, be maintained for the Service of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland at Home and Abroad, excluding His Majesty's Indian 
Posse sasions, during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1 1903.” 

“That a —_ not exceeding £18,940,400, be granted to His Majesty, to 
pre the Charge for the Pay, Allowances, and other Char ges, of His Majesty’s 
Army at Home and Abroad (exclusive of India), (Gencral Staff, Regiments 
teserve, and Departments), which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903. 

Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution :— 


Mr. Dillon ... “ae ie oe wee ae en na ... 969 
Amendment proposed—‘ To leave out ‘420,000,’ and insert ‘ 418,500.’”"—(Mr. 
Dillon.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That ‘ 420,000’ stand part of the Resolution.” 
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Sir Charles Dilke ... ile ee ae — dec eee ... 964 
Lord Stanley si Ss ae AF te ee ba -. 965 
Sir John Colomh ... nae me — a“ ee i io O66 
Mr. Longu (Islington, W.) ... -— ee ea es bes ... 966 

Question put. 

140 _ 

49 The House divided :—Ayes, 194 ; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 67.) 

PER st Secs) GR ct ee, cats Kick a (ae 

45 Resolution agreed to. 

146 " , 

48 Second Resolution. 


Mr, Whitley ie we ude a ea Md aie 0 


Amendment proposed—“ To leave out ‘ £18,940,000’ and insert ‘£18,920,300. ” 
49 —(Mr. Whitley.) 


52 : . te 
53 Question proposed, “ That ‘£18,940,400’ stand part of the Resolution.” 
53 Lord Stanley ree ae a ier ly tee rma a. 
54 
55 Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
56 . F y : P 
56 Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
said Resolution.” 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) sy Bar a bag em ie -.. 972 
Mr. Dillon ... sea en i ae side a ‘ss ... 973 
Al, O' Mara ae eee ee a nee ee ce soo DES 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ... ot sit oe si ~ ove S44 
59 
59 It being Midnight, Mr. SPEAKER proceeded to interrupt the Business. 
63 ‘ ered : r 
Whereupon Mr. Broprick rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 
Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 184 ; Noes, 85. (Division List No. 68.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in 
the said Resolution.” 
1g 
of The House divided :—Ayes, 207 ; Noes, 50. (Division List No. 69. 
y ’ 
in) 
Ordered, That the Resolution which, upon the 3rd day of this instant March, 
0 was reported from the Committee of Supply, and which was then agreed to 
*g by the House, be now read. 
r “That 122,500 men and boys be employed for the Sea and Coast Guard Services 
a for the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, including 19,805 Royal 
Marines.” 
Ordered, That leave be given to bring in a Bill to provide, during twelve months, 
- for the Discipline and Regulation of the Army; and that Mr. Secretary 
a Brodrick, Mr. Arnold Forster, and Lord Stanley do prepare and bring it in. 
"e 


Army (ANNUAL) BiLL.—“ To provide, during twelve months, for the Discipline and 
Regulation of the Army,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 121.] 
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County Councits (ByE-LAws) BILL. [Seconp READING.] D 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) ... Si as a aa 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... bina nee Bes pit os —_ ... 982 
Second reading deferred till Wednesday. H 
AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) Bi, 
Read a second time, and committed for tomorrow. 
South AFRICAN WAR—LORD METHUEN’S REVERSE. T 
On the Motion for the adjournment, 
Mr. Brodrick: oe x4 ts ate oe aa ee w.. 983 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... Be a sas sis sa wre we §=984 
Adjourned at half after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, llth MARCH, 1902. 
Sat First.—The Earl of Wilton sat first in Parliament after the death of 
ae A aS ee | oe ee F 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways Bill [n.v.].—Presented ; S 
and read 1%... ines de ‘ite a es ons ses we = 985 
Swansea Corporation Bill [1.1.]—Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection ray wie ps ask .- 985 l 
Tyne Improvement Commission Bill [H.1.].—The King’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments -» $985 
Rusthall Manor Bill [H.1.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Earl of Camperdown be proposed to the House as a Member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of 
Elgin ; the Earl of Camperdown to be Chairman of the said Committee ; 
read, and agreed to “is 985 
Wrexham Water Bill [1...|.—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Earl of Camperdown be proposed to the House as a Member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of 
Elgin ; the Earl of Camperdown to be Chairman of the said Committee ; 
read, and agreed to... me oa ne sh pet re ... 985 
Rossendale Valley Tramways Bill [1.1.].—Read 2° ee = ... 985 
Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock (Abandonment) Bill.— 
Read 2°, and committed xsi ike a ses se ie ... 985 
Central Argentine and Rosario Railway Bill [1.1.]—Read 3* and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ... Ts as oF — 9865 
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Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill; Wadhurst Gas 
Bill-—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers - P ivi ps. igs ee os adi ‘as 


Hamilton Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [1.1.].—Committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next ea aa 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY SERIES.—No. 4 (1902). Treaty between the United Kingdom and 
the United States of Brazil relative to the boundary between 
Brazil and British Guiana. Signed at London, 6th November, 1901. 
[Ratifications exchanged at Rio de Janeiro, 28th January, 1902.] 

No. 5 (1902). Convention between the United Kingdom and Persia, 
extending the system of telegraphic communication between Europe 
and India through Persia. Signed at Teheran, 16th August, 1901. 
[Ratifications exchanged at Teheran, 13th January, 1902.] 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


Factory AND WorksHop Act (1901) AMENDMENT BILL [H.L.].—Petition in 
favour of ; of Metropolitan Association for Befriending Young Servants ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table... ne hs He 


SoLicirors BiLt [H.L.].—House in Committee (according to order); Bill 
reported without Amendment: Standing Committee negatived; and 
Bill to be read 3* on Tuesday next “A re ee je 


UNDERGROUND RaiLway BILLs. 
The Earl of Camperdown 


Moved, “To resolve that it is desirable, whether by instruction to the 
Select Committees on these Bills or otherwise, to provide that 
the liability of railway companies at Common Law for damage 
to houses and property in London which may arise if the Bills for 
underground railways now before the House should become law, 
shall not be impaired by the passing of any such Act.”—(The Earl of 
Camperdown.) 


The Secretary to the Board of Trade (the Earl of Dudley) ... 
Viscount Knutsford “a ind aa wwe sd 
The Duke of Northumberlan 

Lord Macnaghten ... sins ond ail me 

The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 

The Earl of Camperdown os sie he 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


House adjourned at Ten Minutes before Six o'clock to Thursday next, half- 
past Ten o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 11th MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 
STANDING COMMITTEE ON Law, Etc.—Ordered, that the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, have leave to sit 
this day notwithstanding the Sitting of the House.—(Mr. Loader.) . 1001 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAys AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means . 1001 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Abercarn Urban District Gas Bill.— Read the third time and passed . 1001 
Broadstairs Gas Bill, Bromley Gas Bill, Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill. 
As Amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... 1001 
Private Bills (Group D.)—Ordered, That Mr. Richard E. Hughes, of Bridg- 
north, Sanitary ta do attend the Committee on Group D of Private 
Bills Tomorrow, at Two of the Clock ‘ <a we . 1001 
Reading Gas Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed oe ae tas ie re .-- 1002 
PETITIONS. 
CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Grey Field ; 
Dunston Lodge ; and Bank Hall Collieries ; to lie upon the Table ... . 1002 
CueEAr Trains BiL_.—Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table , i ee ns ve . 1002 
FRESHWATER FisH (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Glasgow 
(two) ; Orr and Lochty ; Scottish Trout Anglers’ Association ; and Paisley ; 
to lie upon the Table is be mes fae .-» 1002 
HonorRARY FREEDOM OF BorouGHS EXTENSION BILL.—Petition from Wands- 
worth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table . 1002 
HOusING OF THE WORKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition 
from Wandsworth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table - . 1002 
LIcENSING BiL_.—Petitions in favour: From Westminster ; Blackpool ; Kirton- 
in-Lindsay ; and Newcastle ; to lie upon the Table ... . 1002 
Mines (EiGut Hours) Biti.—Petitions in favour: From Rose Hill; Grey 
Field ; and Bank Hall Collieries ; to lie upon the Table - 1002 
RATING OF LAND VALUES.—Petitions for legislation: From Halifax; and 
Dornoch ; to lie upen the Table . 1002 


Pusiic Houses (Hours OF CLOSING) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiLL.-- Petitions in favour: From Friockheim ; Lerwick ; Swinhill ; Fort- 
rose ; Nairn; Greenock ; Hopeman ; Leith ; Glasgow (two) ; Ecclefechan ; 
ge ; Dumbarton ; Saint Andrews; and Carnoustie ; to lie upon 
the Table men Sea 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQguoRS ON SUNDAY Bityt.—Petitions in favour: 
From Blackpool ; and Tunbridge Wells ; to lie upon the Table 


SASTRY YANAMANDRA SITHARAMASWAMY.—Petition of Yanamandra Sitharama- 
swamy saree for diene into his sid Scheme ;” to lie upon the 
Table Sy Bi: : 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ee a Act, 1897. ne [presented 10th March] to be printed. 
Vo. 95.] ‘ - , oe ~ on ses wi ra 


TREATY SERIES (No. 4, 1302).—Copy presented, of Treaty between the United 
Kingdom and the United States of Brazil relative to the Boundary between 
Brazil and British Guiana. Signed at London, 6th November, 1901. 
Ratification exchanged at Rio de Janeiro, 28th Sannary, 1 1902 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table .. ine S 


TREATY SeRtES (No. 5, 1902).—Copy presented, of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and Persia extending the system of Telegraphic Com- 
munication between Europe and India through Persia. Signed at Teheran, 
16th August, 1901. Ratifications exchanged at Teheran, 13th January, 
1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... ee. bie - 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND REVENUES.—Abstract Accounts presented for the 
year ended 31st March, 1901, together with the report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon [by 7) to lie — the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 96.] es sis 5 ine ne 


Navy (DockyarD EXPENSE Accounts, 1900-1901).—Annual Accounts pre- 
sented for 1900-1901 of Shipbuilding and Dockyard Transactions, etc., 
with Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 97.] és 1 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTtH AFRICAN War—MArtTIAL LAW—TREATMENT OF DutTCcH BRITISH 
SuBJECTS.-—Questions, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answers, the eased 
of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey , Guildford)... Pe vi ; 


TREATMENT OF TRAVELLERS FROM THE CAPE—PASSENGERS ON THE PERSIE.— 
Question, Mr, Pirie ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ae “a 


COMMANDANT SCHEEPERS’ TRIAL.—Questions, Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr 
Tydvil) and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


Lorp KITCHENER’S DESPATCHES — SUGGESTIONS €” TO DELAYS IN PUBLICA- 
TION, ETC.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


REINFORCEMENTS FOR LORD KITCHENER.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : . he ‘iy 


FarM BuRNING—CONCENTRATION CAMPS. a Mr. ties amend 
amptonshire, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick - ‘ 


YEOMANRY AND BatTrLeE CLASPs.—Question, Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) ; 
Answer, the Financial ‘ered to the War Office Gor staid 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) ; . 
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Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... , ie a s 
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Mr. Weir (Ross, Cromarty) ; Answer, the Lord Advocate (Mr, A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) “Det - a ye xs : 
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Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray at , 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.—Question, Sir John Rolleston ; Answer, the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., 
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Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; Answer, the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, W orcestershire, F.) 

DERRY AND DoNEGAL UNION BoUNDARIES.—Question, the Marquess of 
Hamilton (Londonderry) ; Answer, the Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) tf 


Irish LocaAL GOVERNMENT CoNTRACTS.—-Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... ey ee om a 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION IN Co. Cork.—Questions, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork 
County, N.), and Capt. Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson ee : 


PoLIcCE AND UNITED IRISH LEAGUE MEETINGS.—Questions, Mr. Power (Water- 
ford, E.), and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


Irish Lunatic AsyLuMs.—Question, Mr. Power ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


IRISH ESTATES IN THE ENGLISH CHANCERY CourRT.—Question, Mr. Ffrench 
(Wexford, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson >" ns pen ; 


SLADE PIER.—Question, Mr. Ffrench ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


INTERMEDIATE EpUCATION—EXAMINER IN IrRISH.—Question, Mr. Sheehan 
(Cork Co., Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ss ae : 


Irish LAND AND LABour ASSOCIATION--MACROON RESOLUTION.-—Question, 
Mr. Sheehan ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson = - 


IntisH JUDGES’ CHARGES,—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 
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WeExForD Port DuES.—Question, Mr. Ffrench ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Limerick Post OrricE—Starr DUTIEs. earns Mr. Joyce ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain o he ee 
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ADMINISTRATION OF GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS. — Question, Mr. David 
Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour mn 


Vote on Account—Epvucation Estiates.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ae oad zt MA 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; that they had discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures :—-Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland, Mr. 
Black, and Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald ; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion: The Lord Advocate, Mr. John Dewar, and Mr. Charles M‘Arthur. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection ; that 
they had discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure (during the considera- 
tion of the Midwives Bill) :—Mr. Secretary Ritchie ; and had appointed in 
substitution : Mr. Jesse Collings. 


Reports to lie upon the Table ... 


STANDING OrDERS.—-Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 
1. “ That, in the case of the Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction 
Railway and Dock (South Yorkshire Extension Lines) Bill, Petition for dis- 
pensing with Standing Order 129 in the case of the Petition of ‘ the late 
Earl Fitzwilliam (by William Henry Wentworth, his Attorney),’ against 

the Bill, the said Standing Order ought to be dispensed with.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Sheffield, Rotherham, and Bawtry Railway 
Bill, Petition for dispensing with Standing Order 129 in the case of the 
Petition of ‘ the late Earl Fitzwilliam (by William Henry Wentworth Fitz- 
william, his Attorney),’ against the Bill, the said Standing Order ought to 
be dispensed with.” 


3. “That, in the case of the London County Council (Tramways and 
Improvements) Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the 
powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 6A, 6p, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 
13 be struck out of the Bill.” 


4. “That, in the case of the Metropolitan District Railway, Petition 
for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to introduce their additional Provision if the 
Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


5. “That, in the case of the Renfrew Harbour Bill | Lords], the Stand- 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 
Resolutions agreed to 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, entitled “ An Act 
for the Registration of Plumbers.” Plumbers’ Registration Bill [Lords] 
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Supply —ReEPoRT—(3RD MARCH). 
Resolution reported— 


CiviL SERVICES ExcEssEs 1900-1901. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £155 2s. 5d., be granted to His Majesty, 
to make good Excesses on certain Grants for Civil Services for the year 
ended on the 31st day of March, 1901, viz. :— 


Cuass I. 
Vote 11. Peterhead Harbour ia an as as a £148 2 5 
Cuass IIT. 
Vote 7. Prisons, England and the Colonies ... Em us ay 10 0 0 





Resolution agreed to. 


SuprLy—Report (10TH MARcH). 


Resolutions reported— 


ArMY ESTIMATES, 1902-1903. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,332,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Supply and Repair of Warlike and other 
Stores, which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


Navy Estimates, 1902-1903. 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £3,356,400, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Naval Armaments, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 


3. “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,100,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Works, Buildings, and Repairs, at Home and 
Abroad, including the cost of Superintendence, Purchase of Sites, Grants in 
Aid, and other Charges connected therewith, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 

4. Sec. 1. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,661,500, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Expense of the /ersonnel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, etc., including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards and 
Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” ‘ 
Resolutions agreed to. 


SuppLy—ComMItTTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) in the chair. ] 
Navy Estimates, 1902-1903.—1. £782,100, Half-Pay, Reserved and Retired 
Pay. 


2. £1,160,700, Naval and Marine Pensions, Gratuities, and Compas- 
sionate Allowances. 
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3. £350,100, Civil Pensions and Gratuities. 


4. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£246,500, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expense of Medical 
Services, including the cost of Medical Establishments at Home and 
Abroad, which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) .-» 1032 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Be Hast WV ) ... 1032 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... es .-. 1033 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis)... me she er .-- 1034 
Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ie ia oe .-» 1034 
Mr. Whitley - <a il me - eae .-. 10385 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N) cus m. sire te ene ... 1036 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) — ... on yx din ie ad --- 1037 
Mr. Lough Islington, IV.) eas ee we 2 vie soe 1087 
Mr. Arnold-Forster P v7 we aa ane tee «oo 1038 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) sel aa oe ee re D ... 1039 
Mr. Whitley P side — ao a3 me ... 1040 
Mr. Arnold-Forster at ~~ a eas wats aot ... 1041 


Question put and agreed to. 

(5.0.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£17,700, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expense of Martial 
Law, including the cost of Naval Prisons at home and abroad, which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903.” 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport)... wi oe a ion shi ... 1041 

Motion made and Question put, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £17,600, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Kearley.) 

Mr. O Mare (Kilkenny, S.) as res = one acs .-- 1044 


Question put. 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 133; Noes, 221. (Division List No. 70.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Whitley a “ty ne. ‘is sh as “ae .-» 1047 
Mr. Arnold-Forster , aed ee ae re t&s ... 1049 
Mr. Runciman (Dewshur y) ee ed ssi Pe ... 1050 
Mr. J. P. Farrell eer N. ? He sic rae sia ... 1050 
Mr, Gibson Bowles ... ee oe ‘as esd a ... 1050 


Question put. 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 282; Noes, 57. (Division List No. 71.) 


6. £101,700 Educational Services. 


Sir Charles Dilke  ... mer ue isk i pig Sod ... 1055 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ... ee ane oe ve ie eae ... L055 
Mr. Arnold-Forster sce ie a ane ia oe. ... 1057 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) i oun 7 ne ... 1060 


Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, ME. ) sis ou eee ‘ian ..- 1061 
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Captain Norton (Newington, W.) . 

Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) .. 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WR., Elland) 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 

Mr. Archdale Stila N. v:) 

Captain Norton 

Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Vote agreed to. 


year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 


Mr. O'Mara 


be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. O Mara. ) 


Mr. Kearley 

Mr. Pretyman 

Sir John Colomb 

Mr. Gibson Bowles ... 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Question put and negatived. 
py Question put and agreed to, 
. £286,900, Royal Naval Reserves. 


31st nd of March, 1903.” 


Mr. Courtenay Warner 

Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire)... 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E. ) 
Sir John Colomb... 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burgh) 


Westhoughton) 
Mr. Courtenay Warner 
Mr. Munro Ferguson 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 


Page 

--- 1062 

... 1063 

.-- 1064 

... 1064 

.. 1067 

. 1068 

. 1068 
7. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£65,600, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the expenses of 
scientific services, which will come in course of payment during the 

o : ‘se di ta ; . 1069 
Motion made, and Question pr oposed, % “That a sum, not exceeding £65 515, 

é L070 

se 2OTO 

... 1070 

... 1071 

. 1073 

ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,190,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the charge for the 
staff for Engineer services, and expenditure for Royal Engineer works, 
buildings, and repairs, at home and abroad (including purchases), 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 

... 1072 

... 1073 

<3n, OUD 

asa MOTE 

don son BOTT 
The Finanewl Secretary to the War Of (Lond Stanly, Lancashire, 

; a ny ... 1078 

.-- 1080 

..- 1€80 

.« SOBRE 

. 1081 


Lord Staniey 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178 ; Noes, 


10. Motion made and Question proposed, 


56. (Division List No. 72.) 


“That a sum, not exceeding 


£1,786,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the charge for 
retired pay, half-pay, and other non-effective charges for officers, ete., 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 


31st day of March, 1903.” 


Colonel Legge (St. George's, Hanover Square) oss wy obs es» 1085 
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Motion made and Quesvion proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,785,900, be granted for the said Service.’ ‘(Colonel Legge.) 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... 1087 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178 ; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 73.) 


11. £1,747,000, pensions and other non-effective charges for warrant 
officers, non-commissioned officers, men, and others. 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman we ne ahs sic Hes .-. 1089 


tesolutions to be reported upon Thursday ; Committee to sit again 
tomorrow. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN IRELAND—JUDGE O’coNNOR Morris. 


Mr. O Malley (Galway, Connemara) ji - ah - ... 1091 
Mr. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) ay ae sad a er ..» 1095 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That this House do resolve itself 
into a Committee of the whole House to consider the report of an 
address delivered by Judge O'Connor Morris to the Grand Jury at 
Sligo on the 24th day of January, 1902, the complaints that have 
been made of the partisan character of that address, the action of the 
Grand Jury to whom it was addressed, the practice indulged in by his 
Honour of making pronouncements from the Bench in Sligo and 
Roscommon on questions of public policy, his Lordship’s publication of 
partisan brochures on the Land Question in Ireland, and his fitness to 
hear and decide appeals from courts of summary jurisdiction in 
agrarian cases.” —( Mr. 0’ Malley.) 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ‘a sane ei om ota .-» 1099 
Mr, Flynn (Cork, N.) pm ik ei unk aa ee .-» 1108 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) cia — A is oie ... 1105 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... oon I 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry N. ) .-» 1109 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N. ) he va ... 1114 
Sir John Colomb ... ne ees a a7 ols <s 2 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 109 ; Noes, 196. (Division List No. 74.) 


Ways AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) in the Chair. ] 
1. Resolved, That towards making good the Supply granted to His 
Majesty for the service of the years ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901 


and 1902, the sum of £5,512,396 2s. 5d. be oo out of the Consolida- 
tion Fund of the United Kingdom.—(.Vr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
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2. Resolved, That, towards making good the Supply granted to His 
Majesty for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, 
the sum of £68,181,600 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Resolutions to be reported upon Thursday, Committee to sit again 
tomorrow ove nee je ot has - . 1123 
Savincs Banks Funps.—Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire into the general condition of both Savings Banks Funds in respect 
of their capital and income accounts, and the authorised investments 
thereof, with special reference to the loss of income which will be incurred 
by the reduction of the rate of interest in Consols in 1903; and to report 
whether any administrative reforms are required in either class of Savings 
Banks.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) ... awe ae or .» 1123 


New Licences (Ireland) Bill—Order for Second Reading read. Second 
Reading deferred _till tomorrow. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—RECENT NEWS FROM THE FRONT—On the Motion for 
the Adjournment, Question, Mr. O’Mara ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ... 1124 


Adjourned at Ten Minutes after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 12TH MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Lonpon County CounciL (TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS).—Report [11th 
March] from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. _ Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. John Burns, Sir John Dickson-Poynder, and 
Mr. Peel ‘ie nl ne ay one ~~ ae ae .-. 1125 


Shepton Mallet Gas Bill ; Erdington Tramways Bill, Finedon Urban District 
Water Bill, Higham Ferrers and Rushden Water Board Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... 1125 
Cornwall Electric Power Bill. —RKeported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table ‘ a a ‘ie on on ies oe 1125 
Middlesex County Council Tramways Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... xk oes woe 1125 


PETITIONS. 


CoaL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table ase ade sais eee 1125 





CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour; from Lea Green ; 
Bold ; Havannah, St. Helens ; Sutton Heath; Nantmelyn; George ; Tyr 
Ergyd; Taff and Cynon; Gorllwyn; Dullas; Lletty-Shenkin; Bwilfa ; 
Treaman ; Werfa; Gwrhyd; Blaenant; Aberanan; Victoria; Tunnel ; 
Cwmaman; Cwmneol; Fforchaman; Lower Duffryn; and Universal 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table __... +s wi we oe os 08 
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CREMATION BiILL.—Petition from St. Pancras, in favour; to lie upon the 

Table as nes i ox at bi ee ; 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BiLut.—Petition from 
the Personal Rights Association, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


HovusinG OF THE WORKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition 
from Shoreditch, in favour ; to lie upon the Table say i > 


LICENSING BrLL.—Petitions in favour: From Cleethorpes ; Waltham ; Whit- 
church ; Fleetwood ; and Cheadle ; to lie upon the Table ... oid oe 


LICENSING BILL.—Petition from Westmoreland, in favour of Clause 8 ; to lie 
upon the Table .. <a ad ee 





Liquor Trarric LocaL Veto (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition of the Grand 
Lodge of Scotland of the Independent Order of Good Templars, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ‘ et aed se on 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiLu.—Petition from 
Woodford, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... _ oy mn 


MINEs (Ercgut Hours) BiL_t.—Petitions in favour; from Bold; Havannah, 
St. Helens ; Sutton Heath ; and Lea Green Collieries; to lie upon the 
Table a - oad See ree rer sf a 


Pusitic Houses (Hours or CLosinG) (SCOTLAND) AcT (J887) AMENDMENT 
BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Barrhead ; Dalkeith ; Maybole ; Kinross ; 
Govan ; Harthill ; Motherwell (two) ; Coatbridge: Dalmellington ; Edin- 
burgh (two) ; Bridge of Allan ; and Bannockburn ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLu.—Petition from Fulham, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table os os 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Licut RatLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the County of Stafford, 
in the parishes of Wednesfield and Short Heath, and the abandonment of 
certain Light Railways authorised by the Essington and Ashmore Light 
Railway Order, 1900 (Essington and Ashmore Light Railway, Amendment 
and Extension ‘Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Licht Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy fresented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the County of Stafford, in 
the boroughs of Stoke-upon-Trent, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Longton, and 
Hanley (Potteries Light Railw ays 8 (E — Order, 190: “J (by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table... ‘ 


Licht Rattways Act, 1896.—-Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the urban and rural 
districts of Dartford, in the County of Kent (Dartford Light — 


Page 


aos, DES 


« 1196 


. 1126 


1126 


1126 


1126 


1126 


1126 


1126 


1126 


1126 


- 1127 


Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ~~ “4 woe 1127 
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Licnut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the boroughs of Jarrow 
and South Shields, in the County of Durham (Jarrow and South Shields 
Light Railways Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Light Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners and medified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the parishes of Edgware, 
Finchley, Friern-Barnet, Hendon, Hornsey, Kingsbury, Little Stanmore, 
Southgate, Tottenham, Wembley, Willesden, and Wood Green, in the 
County of Middlesex (County of Middlesex Light 1 Railways Order , 1901) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table eal a 


Liut RarLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the County of Suffolk, 
from Lowestoft to Kessingland (East Anglian ‘Light Railways Order, 190: 2) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 8 sed ; 


Licht RAiLwAys Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the parish of 
Clifton, in the rural district of Barton-upon-Irwell, in the County Palatine 
of Laneaster (Barton-upon-Irwell Light Railway Order, 1901) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ar son ve ike . 


Licht RAtLwAys Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the urban 
districts of Pemberton and Ashton-in-Makerfield in the County Palatine 
of Lancaster (Wigan Light Railway Order, 1902) ) (by emmetes to lie 
upon the Table én 


Licht Rairways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the city of 
Worcester and the rural district of Martley and Upton-on-Severn, in the 
County of Worcester (Worcester (Extension) — Railways Order, — 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table vs 


Licht RAIiLwAys Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the County of 
Southampton, from Lyndhurst to Ly ndhurst Road (Lyndhurst Light 
Railway Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Tabie bos eee 


Licut RaiLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the Counties of 
Southampton and Surrey, from Aldershot to Farnborough (Aldershot and 
Farnborough —_— Railway Order, ne [by Larecccmie 4 ; to lie bin the 
Table ; 


Licht Raitways Act, 1806.—Copp- presented, of Order made va the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the Ccunty of 
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pa a from Loughborough to Mountsorrel, and in the borough of 
ety met Jp (Loughborough and District Light 1 Railw: id Order, : 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table : . 1129 
Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the city of 
Worcester and in the rural districts of Pershore and Upton-on-Severn, in 
the County of Worcester (Worcester and District Light er Order, 
1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table “ 1129 
Lieut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising thé construction of a Light Railway in the County of 
Sussex, between Northiam and Rye (East Sussex Light Railway Order, 
1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table . ae Me --- 1129 
Licut Ramtways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the deviation of a Light Railway authorised by the Middleton Light 
Railways Order, 1898, and for other purposes (Middleton Light Railways 
Deviation, etc. Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table . 1129 
Coat Minesi EmpLoyMENT BILi [SEcoND READING]. 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Pickard (Yorkshire, VR., Normanton) in 1 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now make a second 
time.” 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, ‘pwenee ..» 1136 
Mr. Hardy (Kent, Ashford) ... .. . 1140 
Amendment prcposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Banbury.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Sir Charles Dilke (Glowestershire, Forest of — we 1142 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) oa .-» 1158 
Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W. -R., wena .-. 1160 
Mr. Renwick (Neweastle-on-T ye) . .-. 1163 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) . ... 1169 
Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Pancras, E. “te .-. 1176 
Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, Blonitda) + SUR 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) . 1183 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le- Street) 1189 
- The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr, Ritchie, Cr oyion) .. 1193 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 158; Noes, 224. (Division List No. 75.) 
Words added. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for six months. 
MiuitaRy LANDS PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 1) BiLit.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time tomorrow ote in ose ove . 1203 
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METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL.—Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table ... 1203 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1203 
Adjourned at 'Twenty Minutes before Six o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 13rH MARCH, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Mexborough and Swinton Tramways Bill [1.L.].—Presented and read 1* 1205 


Hastings Tramways Bill [u.L.]; Birmingham and Midland Tramways Bill 


|H.L.].—Presented ; read 1"; and referred to the Examiners 1205 
Medway and Thames Canal Bill |4.L.].—Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments ‘ee ies sea vr és ies «-- 1205 


Deal and Walmer Gas Bill [u.1.]; London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill [4.1.].—Reported, with Amendments ... eee ove eee 1205 


Tiverton Market Bill [u.L.]—Committed .. ... ne we eee 1205 
Hamilton Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]—House in 


Committee (according to Order) ; Amendments made ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received tomorrow ... .-. 120 


or 


Abercarn Urban District Gas Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners sas es a cas ee .-- 1205 


London and Brighton Electric Railway Bill [H.L.]; Mexborough and 
Swinton Tramways Bill ne ; Hastings Tramways Bill [H.L ] ; Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Birmingham and Midland 
Tramways Bill [ut]; Exeter and District Tramways Bill [H.L.]; South 
Shields, Sunderland, and District Tramways Bill wef roydon and 
District Electric Tramways Bill ; London County Council (Tramways and 
Improvements) Bill.—Examiner’s certificates of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Thursday 
next... ind sind — oe a sia se sce --+ 1205 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—-Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising— 
I. The construction of— 


1. Light railways in the city of Worcester and in the rural districts of 
Pershore and Upton-on-Severn, in the county of Worcester. 


to 


. Light railways in the boroughs of Jarrow and South Shields, in 
the county of Durham. 








Ixxxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Mareh 13.] Page 

3. A light railway in the county of Sussex between Northiam and Kye. 

4, Light railways in the parishes of Edgware, Finchley, Friern-Barnet, 
Hendon, Hornsey, Kingsbury, Little Stanmore, Southgate, 
Tottenham, Wembley, Willesden, and Wood Green in the county 
of Middlesex. 

5. Light Railways in the county of Stafford, in the boroughs of 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Longton, and Hanley. 

6. A light railway in the parish of Clifton, in the rural district of 
Barton-upon-Irwell, in the County Palatine of Lancaster 

7. A light railway in the urban districts of Pemberton and Ashton- 
in-Makerfield, in the County Palatine of Lancaster. 

& A light railway in the county of Southampton, from Lyndhurst to 
Lyndhurst Road. 

9. Light railways in the city of Worcester and the rural districts of 
Martley and Upton-on-Severn, in the county of Worcester. 

10. Light railways in the urban and rural districts of Dartford, in the 
county of Kent. ‘ 

11. Light railways in the county of Suffolk, from Lowestoft to Kes- 
singland. 

12. Light railways in the county of Stafford, in the parishes of 
Wednesfield and Short Heath, and the abandonment of certain 
light railways authorised by the Essington and Ashmore Light 
Railway Order, 1900. 

13. Light railways in the counties of Southampton and Surrey, from 
Aldershot to Farnborough. 

14. Light railways in the county of Leicester, from Loughborough to 
Mountsorrel, and in the borough of Loughborough. 

II. The deviation of a light railway, authorised by the Middleton 

Light Railways Order, 1898, and for other purposes. 

Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table .-- 1206 
UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877.—Statutes made by the 

Governing Body of Jesus College, Oxford, on 6th December, 1901, amend- 

ing Statute V. of the Statutes of the College and the schedule relating 

King Charles the First’s Trust: Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 

and to be printed. (No. 29.) ; a we ; «-- 1207 

PETITIONS. 

TEMPERANCE.—Petition in favour of further legislation respecting ; read, and 

ordered to lie on the Table 1207 
County Courts (IRELAND) BILt [H.L.].—A Bill to amend the law relating 

to county courts in Ireland was presented by the Lord Ashbourne ; read 1° 

to be privited ; and to be read 2" on Thursday next. (No. 30.) 1207 





L 


Page 


206 


207 


207 


207 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ix xxvii 


March 13. ] 


Factory AND Worksnop Act (1901) AMENDMENT BILL [H.L. ].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order). 
Clause 1— 


Viscount Llandaff . 
Moved to leave out Clause 1.-—(Viscount Llandaff.) 


The Earl of Lytton 

The Lord Bishop of W “inchester 
Lord Belper Rs 

Lord Tweedmouth 

Lord Stanmore 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


BIsHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK Britt [H.L.].—House in Committee (according to 
order ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Tuesday next os ub he a eve 


Lonpox Water BILL [H.L.].—[SECOND READING. | 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord James of Hereford 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(Lord James of Hereford.) 


Lord Tweedmouth : ‘4 

The Chairman of ¢ ‘ommittees (t the Earl of Morley) 

The Prime Minister and Lord oo Seal ” a of Salisbury) 
Earl Russell : ose 

The Earl of ( ‘amperdou Nu 

Lord James of Hereford 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2* accordingly. 


Then it was moved that the Commons Message of Tuesday, the 4th instant, 
respecting the London Water Bill (introduced in the House of 
Commons) be taken into consideration—(the Lord James of Hereford) ; 
agreed to; the said Message considered accordingly. 


Moved to resolve, ‘That this House do concur in the following Resolution 
communicated by the Commons, viz. :—‘ That it is expedient that the 
London Water Bill be committed to a Joint Committee of Lords and 
Commons’ ;” agreed to; and a Message ordered to be sent to the 
House of Commons to acquaint them therewith. 


YEOMANRY—POSITION OF OFFICERS—RECRUITING, ETC. 
Viscount Galway 


The Under ates of State “for War (Lord Raglan) 
The Earl of Northbrook am esis pay 


et et 
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Lord Heneage pe 
The Earl of Dunraven 
Lord Harris ‘i 
The Earl of Cork 
Lord Wenlock 

Lord Raglan 


Army REMouNtTs—HorsE BREEDING IN THE UNITED KINGDOM. 


The Earl of Dunraven 


Moved to resolve, “That, in view of the difficulty that has been experi- 


enced in finding horses suitable for military purposes, it is desirable 
that the Royal Commission on Horse-Breeding should report on the 
steps which should be taken to encourage horse. breeding in the United 
Kingdom ; and, in particular, as to (a) the establishment of a registry 
of stallions, and as to the desirability of licensing stallions ; (b) en- 
couragement to farmers to keep sound young mares to breed from ; 
(c) the amount of money required for the purpose.”—(The Lord Kenry 
E. Dunraven and Mount-Earl.) 


The Earl of Lonsdale 
Lord Ribblesdale 
The Earl of Dunraven 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


House adjourned at a quarter past Seven o’clock, till tomorrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 13TH MARCH, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


THe CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 


House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MANCHESTER (Market STREET AREA) IMPROVEMENTS BiILL.—(By order) 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Mr. Crawford Smith (Northumberland, T' on 
Sir James Reid (Greenock) .. 


Amendment proposed, “ To leave out ‘te word ‘now,’ in order to insert 


‘on this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Crawford Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir James Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, oe 

Mr. Groves (Salford, 8.) ... 

Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.) - 

Mr. Seely (Linceln) 

Mr. Burdett-Coutts (W “estminster):-. 
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Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 179. (Division List No. 76.) 
Words added. 

Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 

Second Reading put off for six months. 


Public Offices (Dublin) Bill (Standing Orders applicable thereto com- 

ace with).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 

xaminers of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 

Bill, referred pursuant to the order of the House of the 7th day of March, 

the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz.— 


Public Offices (Dublin) Bill 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill; Military Lands Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 1. ) Bill.—Read the third time and passed 


London County Council Tramways and Improvements Bill.—‘“‘To 
enable the London County Council to construct new tramways in the 
County of London and to work the same by electric traction ; to make 
street improvements ; to acquire lands for a station for generating electricity 
and for use in connection with their tramway ee ; and for other 
purposes.” Read the first time ; to be read a second time . 


Kent Electric Power Bill.—Reported, with newman om to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply _ ee, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table ... 


Northumberland Electric Power Bill. Sagaapiet ne not Lanieines 
Report to lie upon the Table ... 


Central Argentine and Rosario Railway Bill bat —Read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills : 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion.—Petitions for alteration of Law : From Bacup ; and 
Little Gransden ; to lie upon the Table ee a ‘i 


Licensing Bill.—Petition from Eastleigh, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


London Water Bill.—Petition of the Conservators of the River Thames, 
against (praying to be heard by Counsel) ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


Public Houses (Hours of Closing) (Scotland) Act (1887) Amendment Bill. 
—Petitions in favour: From Parkhead ; Kirkcaldy ; Pathhead (three) ; 
Aberdeen; Glasgow; Dingwall; Holm; Finstown ; Garliestown; and 
Edinburgh ; to he upon the Table : ve Le ps 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


UNIVERSITIFS OF OxFoRD AND. CAMBRIDGE--ACT --1877 (OxForD).—Copy 
presented, of Statutes made by the Governing Body of Jesus College, 
‘Oxford, on 6th December, 1901, amending Statute V. of the Statutes of 
that College and the Schedule relating to King Charles the First’s Trust 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 98.] 
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Navy (VICTUALLING YARD MANUFACTURING AccouNTS 1900-1901.)—Annual 
Accounts presented, of the cost of Manufacturing, Provisions, Victualling 
Stores, &ec., at the Home Victualling Yards and Malta Yard for 1900-1901, 
&c., with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 99.] 


QUESTIONS. 

SoutH AFRICAN WAR—RELEASE OF LoRD METHUEN—KRITZINGER’S TRIAL.— 
Questions, Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.), Sir H.Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) : Answer, the Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ; a sa ne . 


Lord MetrHvuen’s REVERSE—ComposiTioNn OF MouNTED Force.—Question, 
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- 1254 


Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick is 1255 
TRAINING OF TROOPS FOR SERVICE IN SoutTH AFRICA.—Questions, Mr. 

Lambert (Devonshire, South sesieiinas) and Mr. Winston Churchill angels 

Answers, Mr. Brodrick is on a «. 1256 


INJUDICIOUS PUBLICATION OF DESPATCHES. — Questions, Mr. Norman 
(Wolverhampton, 8.) and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

Errors «tN OrrictAL DespATCHES.—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick oa oy ~ “8 : 

MEAT CoNTRACT.—Questions, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) and 


Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.); Answer, the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office (Lord Stanley, ’ Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


REMOUNTS—RETURN OF EXPENDITURE.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
(Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PURCHASES OF HorsEs IN CANADA.—Questions, Mr. Charles Hobhouse ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


PURCHASE OF HorRSES IN THE UNITED KiNGpoM.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


VOLUNTEERS AND IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Shettield, Central) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PAY OF CIVIL SURGEONS WITH THE R.A.M.C.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, S.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ve a 

INCREASE OF SOLDIERS’ PAy—Goop Conpuct BApbGES.—Question, Captain 
Norton ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ie ne 


MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT AND MILITARY BUILDINGS.-—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick , = 


Cost or CoaL SuppLies TO THE CAPE.—Question, tas iad Answer, 
Lord Stanley one ose oun ‘ aon . 


eee 


KIMBERLEY DIAMOND MINES.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 
Answer, the Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
wo. 1262 
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BARNATO BROTHERS’ EMPLOYEES.—Question, Mr. Markham; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain... ies ses 


TREATMENT OF BritisH INDIANS AT PRETORIA.—Questions, Mr. Caine and 
Mr. Flynn ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Pay oF INDIAN NATIVE Troops.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.); Answer, the Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) ... aie nae aa mt sine one 


INDIAN NATIVE TROOPS AND THE CORONATION.-—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton bie . 


INDIAN TAXATION.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton wae aR ath ay ies ae a ae ‘ 


Cooper’s Hitt CoLLEGE.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton ia aia ae oe ae sae bee ue 


INDIAN CIVIL SERVICE—Mr. A. P. PENNELL.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton 


INDIAN MINING BoARp.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ... 


INDIAN ADMINISTRATION—SEPARATION OF JUDICIAL AND EXECUTIVE DUTIES.— 
Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


New INDIAN PROVINCE.—Question, Mr. Schwann; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


INDIAN Boots FoR THE ARMY.-—Question, Sir John Rolleston (Leicestershire) ; 


Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


THE NATU BrRoTHERs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


AntTI-Opium Petition.—Question, Mr. John Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) ; Answer, 


Lord G. Hamilton 


TELEGRAPH Rates TO INpDiA.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton fed Eka Be — 


SCINDE, PUNJAB AND DELHI RAILWAY—UNCLAIMED AssETS.—Question, Mr. 
Caine ; Answer, the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol W.) a ve ies kia she 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH—IMMIGRATION OF BritTIsH INDIANS. aia ena 
Mr. Caine ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


KOBE CONSULATE.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) ve ‘is 


Russia AND MANCHURIA.—Question, Mr James teed rane, mrs 
Answer, Lord Cranborne : ‘ 


TREGARON INQUEST—ATTENDANCE OF Factory INsPECTORS.—Question, Mr. 
Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil); Answer, the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ve ae a5 ie 
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WATERFORD AND DUNDALK PILOTAGE FuUNDs. aerenaaneee Mr. Joyce ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour da ‘ec a as a ie ‘ 


PRIVATE MEMBERS BILL—NEW STANDING ORDER 31.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Robertson (Hackney, 8.) ; Answers, the First Lord of the ene _ A. 
J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) and Mr, Speaker .. 


CoRONATION OATH—RoyAL DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION, 
ETC.—Questions, Capt. Donelan and Mr. William Johnston i slfast, W. ); 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ide 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE.—Questions, Dr. Farquharson and Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... . ; 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, ETC.—Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping and Manufactures, 
have leave to sit this day till half-past Three of the clock during the Sitting 
of the House.—(Mr. Stuart Wortley) sek eg tes bic , 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they concur with this House in their Re- 
solution, ‘ That it is expedient that the London Water Bill be committed 
to a Joint Committee of Lords and Commons.” 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act for the amalgamation 
of the undertakings of the Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Company, 
Limited, and the Central Argentine Railway Company, Limited ; and for 
other purposes.” [Central Argentine and Rosario Railway Bill (Lords) | 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Reported, with Amendments from the 
Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 100.| 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 100. | 
Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee) to be taken into con- 
sideration upon Monday next, and to be printed. {Bill 122.] 


SuppLy—[28TH Fesruary|—ReEeort.— Resolution reported :— 


Civi SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3 (VOTE ON 
Account).—“ That a sum, not exceeding £19,095,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, on account, for or towards defraying the charges for the following 
Civil Services and Revenue  Dapertnante ‘for the year “ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903, viz. 


CIVIL SERVICES. 


Class If. 

Home Office... a sad cia .. £60,000 
Chief Secretary for Ireland . one Pee des ss 16,000 
Class I. 

Royal Palace and Marlborough House _... - a 35,000 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens : mee ve 50,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings _... os a 16,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great Bri itain ... af 22,000 
Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain.. sk ae 16,000 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings sa as on 12. 000 
Revenue Buildings _... on is ged e~ =—s- 1: 590,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain eae yee ies .. 190,000 


Surveys of the United Kingdom ., _ . ats 90,000 
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Harbours under the Board of Trade 
Peterhead Harbour... : saa 
Rates on Government Propert es 
Public Works and a reland 
Railways, Ireland ... “as 


Class II. 
United Kingdom and England :— 


House of Lords, Offices 

House of Commons, Offices P * 

Treasury and Subordinate Departments 
Foreign’ Office om an he ” 

Colonial Office ‘ 

Privy Council Office, Xe. 

Privy Seal Office 

Board of Trade 

Mercantile Marine Services 

Bankruptcy Department of the Board of Trade 
Board of Agricu ture <a ‘ae oni 

Charity Commission 

Civil Service Commission * 
Exchequer and Audit Department 

Friendly Societies Regi Iry . 

Local Government Boar 

Lunacy Commission =e 

Mint (including Coinage) 

National Debt Office 

Public Record Office ia 
Public Works Loan Commission 
tegistrar General's Office eee 

Stationery and Printing ... 

Woods, Forests, Xc., Office of . job 
Works and Publie Buildings, Office of 

Secret Service ns x 


Scotland :;— 


Secretary for Scotland 
Fishery ‘Board 

Lunacy Commission _ a 
Registrar General’s Office 
Local Government Board 


lreland : 


Lord Lieutenant’s Household 
Departinent of Agriculture ‘ as 
Charitable Donations and B Sequests Office 
Local Government Board “ss Pa 
Public Record Office 
Public Works Office 

Registrar General’s Office 3 
Valuation and Boundary Survey | 


Class II, 
United Kingdom and England :— 


Law Charges 

Miscellaneous Legal “Expenses 
Supreme Court of Judicature 

Land Registry 

County Courts 

Police, England and Wales. ‘ 
Prisons, England and the Colonies 


Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain ‘i 


Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


£7,000 
6,000 
250,000 
110,000 
80,000 


8,000 
12,000 
39,000 
30,000 
25.000 
5,000 
1,000 
70,000 
30,000 
3 
70,000 
15,000 
18,000 
26,000 
3.000 
85,000 
5,000 


v 
6,000 
10,000 


o 
25,000 
350,000 
8,000 
23,000 
40,000 


25,500 
8,000 
3,000 
3,000 
5,000 


2,000 
70,000 
1,000 
26,000 
2,000 
16,000 
9.000 
6,000 


40,000 
27,000 
140,000 
14,000 
15,000 
20,000 
320,000 
140,000 
14,000 
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Scotland :— 


Law Charges and Courts of Law aah ne a £30,000 
Register House, Edinburgh ai per ies 15,000 
Crofters’ Commission cee Me al ane 5 2,000 
Prisons, Scotland ... — “ “ it oo 40,000 


Treland :— 


Law Charges and Criminal Prosecutions oe ju 35,000 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and other Legal Depart- 
ments +s igs te bd eon it 45,000 
Land Commission ... ee Se ee nod tis 55,000 
County Court Officers, &e. ise ‘ii ae = 46,000 
Dublin Metropolitan Police se st tie “bi 40,000 
Royal Irish Constabulary ve ve faa a 600,000 
Prisons, Lreland eas por. ae 45,000 
Reformatory and Industrial Se hools  ... <e aa 55,000 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asy.um_ .... sae io 3,000 


Class IV. 


United Kingdom and England :— 


Board of Education ae xe ae ~ .. 4,500,000 
British Museum _... See Re 2s oe oa 80,000 
National Gallery . fee hed at Ss 10,000 
National Portrait Gallery ade as ae be 3,000 
Wallace Collection . : ae 5,000 
Scientific Investigation, &e., United Kingdom na 31,000 
Universities and “Colleges, Great Britain, and Intermediate 
Education, Wales fe aad aia ae a 
Scotland :— 

Public Education ... me ee ons mh: oe 700,000 
National Gallery _... i na ne we es 3,000 


Treland :— 


Public Education... 4 na ane pee 710,000 
Endowed Schools Commission«rs ness ae ue 400 
National Gallery _... a em acy Sad eae 2,000 
Queen’s Colleges... a oe San ania se 2,500 


Class V. 


Diplomatic and Consular Services i 250,000 
Uganda, Central and East Africa Protectorates, “and 
Jganda Railway ... “4 : “ = 320,000 
— Services... as isa ive .» 1,100,000 
a rus, Grant in Aid aa wal 29,000 
Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable ... is “ 50,000 
Cretan oan woe on sits as —_-— 


Class VI. 





Superannuation and Retired Allowances __... ose 280,000 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, &c. bes 2,500 
Miscellaneous Charitable, and other Allowances... 1,000 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland ae re asa 17,000 
Class VII. 
Temporary Commissions ... isd ia ia so 22,000 
Miscellaneous Expenses ... ie aes = ves 17,087 
Coronation of His Majesty ee das —-— 
Repayments to the Local Loans Fund. ast oa Sion 


Total for Civil Services— £12,105,000 
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REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs sc ie ee ae <a = - £350,000 
Inland Revenue _... : S ss ree des 830,000 
Post Office ... ms ve és. Se 3,800,000 
Fost Office Packet Service ne ne ae ar 210,000 
Post Office Telezgraphs ... i ve a me 1,800,000 
Grand Total £19,095,000 

Total for Revenue Departments £6,9190,000 


Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. John Redmond (IV aterford) — ... fr, = sia ei ... 1298 
Amendment proposed, 


“To leave out ‘£19,095,000’ and insert ‘£19,094,900.’ ”»— 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That ‘£19,095,000’ stand part of the Resolution.” 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. II — = — — ... 1313 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) es J oe ... 1329 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... bos aa ae ae ... 1334 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) . . ie sie a4; ne ... 1339 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N. ) 4 ee ee a ... 1353 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, rj ¢ oes saa oP eee ... 1356 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) e ss ‘na se aon ... 4362 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr, Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) -» 1371 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8S.) ... 8 bas ned ba ... 1375 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) a ee a hig ... 1380 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 215; Noes, 125. (Division List No. 77.) 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) ... a bi ee ves 4363 
The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) .. 4383 


(Juestion “That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution,” put, and agreed to. 


Suppty—{11TH MArcu|—Report. 
Resolutions reported. 
NAVY EsTIMATEs 1902-3. 


1. “That asum, not exceeding £782,100, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Half Pay, Reserved and Retired Pay, to Officers of 
the Navy and Marines, which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day-of March, 1903.” 


2. “That a sum not exceeding £1,160,700, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Expenses of Naval and Marine Pensions, Gratuities 
and Compassionate Allowances, which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 
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3. “That a sum not exceeding £350,100, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Civil Pensions and Gratuities, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


4. “That asum, not exceeding £246,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Medical Services, including the cost of Medical 
Establishments at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £17,700, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Martial Law, including the cost of Naval Prisons 
at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £101,700, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Educational Services, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


od 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding £65,600, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expenses of Scientific Services, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


8. “That asum, not exceeding £286,900, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expenses of the Royal Naval Reserve, the Royal Fleet 
Reserve (including Seamen Pensioner Reserve), and the Reserve of Retired 
Officers, which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


9. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,190,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge for the Staff for Engineer Services, and 
Expenditure for Royal Engineer Works, Buildings, and Repairs, at Home 
and Abroad (including Purchases), which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,786,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge for Retired Pay, Half Pay, and other Non- 
Effective Charges for Officers, &c., which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


11. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,747,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge for Chelsea and Kilmainham Hospitals, and 
the In-Pensioners thereof ; of Out-Pensions ; of the Maintenance of Lunatics 
for whom Pensions are not drawn ; of Gratuities awarded in Commutation 
and in lieu of Pensions ; of Rewards for Meritorious Services ; of Victoria 
Cross Pensions ; and of Pensions, &c., to the Widows, and Children of 
Warrant Officers, Non-Commissioned Officers, and men, &c., which will 
eome in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1903.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


Paye 
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Resolutions reported. 


1. “That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901 and 
1902, the sum of £5,512,396 2s. 5d. be granted out of the Consolidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom.” 

2. “That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, the sum 
of £68,181,600 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.” 


Resolutions agreed to ... es ved des ane sh ise ... 1387 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Deputy Chairman, Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Consolidated Fund (No.1) Bill.—‘“To apply certain sums out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the service of the years ending on the thirty-first day 
of March, one thousand nine hundred and one, one thousand nine hundred 
and two, and one thousand nine hundred and three,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next ....._ 1 


io 2 
-~I 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made and Question “That this House do now 
adjourn ”—( Mr. Balfour) —put and agreed to. 


Adjourned at half after Eleven o'clock. 


END oF TABLE OF CONTENTS TO VOLUME CIV. 
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> HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 28th February, 1902. 





The House met at Three of the clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





i PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
5 COMPLIED WITH). 


< Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
F Report from one of the Examiners of 
.. Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
~ ease of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 


[By ORDER]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
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: FOURTH VOLUME 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 


F PHIRD SESSION or tue TWENT)-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT or tHe 


E Unirveo Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND, 1 THE 
Ee Seconp YEAR oF THE REIGN OF 
HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VII. 


OF SESSION. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
(GENERAL POWERS) BILL. 


e 

Ordered, that it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Manchester Cor- 
poration (General Powers) Bill, to leave 
out the following sub-sections of Clause 
25 of the Bill :— 

To exclude from Market Street and 
Cross Street all or any carts, waggons, 
lorries, vans, or other heavy and slow- 
going vehicles of any description, and 
for preventing unreasonable obstruction 
in such streets in any case where the 
same may be thronged or liable to be 
obstructed by reason of the amount or 
nature of the traffic. 

To prescribe and regulate the several 
routes to be followed, and the particular 
streets or portion of streets other than 
Market Street and Cross Street to be 
used, by all or any carts, waggons, 
lorries, vans, or other ‘heavy and slow- 
going vehicles of any description, worked 
by any power other than by horses. or 
drawn by more than one chain horse, in 
front of a shaft horse, between the 
hours of nine in the morning and seven 
in the evening, and for preventing un- 
reasonable obstruction in such streets 
in any case where the same may be 


A 
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thronged or liable to be obstructed by MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
reason of the amount or nature of the Petitions in favour: From Rowley 
traftic.—(Mr. Galloway.) Regis, Pembrey, West Sharlstone, Prince 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL | Of Wales, Pontefract, Clayton West, Ryhill, 
ORDER BILL. Allerton Silkstone, Newmarket, High 


Moor, Hafod, Clanway, Knutton, Tun- 
_stall, Chesterton, Silverdale, Newcastle, 
ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS BIT.L’ Burley Pit, Commercial, Blaen-cae-Gur- 

Reported, with Amendments; Report wen, Pwllbach, Millbridge, Foxfield, 

to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. Cheadle, Little Lever, Blackheath, 
Skelmersdale, Spring Field, Whiteheath, 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). Bridgewater, Linnyshaw, Pencoed, White- 

Sir Savite CrossLey reported from haven, Whiston, Hendreforgan, and 
the Committee on Group D of Private Gwaun-cae-Gurwen Colleries ; to lie upon 
Bills, that the parties promoting the the Table. 

East Worcestershire Water Bill had weniein dhiaaieen amie aan tail 
stated that the evidence of George PUBL JSES (HOU F CLOSING) 
Haynes Fosbroke, of Shire Hall, Wor. ea ACT (1887) AMEND. 
cester, M.D., was essential to their ae é 
case ; and it having been proved that 
his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, — 
he had been instructed to move that RETURNS, REPORTS, ¢e. 
the said George Haynes Fosbroke do 
attend the said Committee upon Thurs- 
day next, at half-past eleven of the | IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PROCEED- 
clock. INGS). 

Ordered, that George Haynes Fosbroke Copy presented of Return of proceed- 
do attend the Committee on Group D ings during the month of December, 
of Private Bills upon Thursday next, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
at half-past eleven of the clock. | Table. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


Petition from Denny, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 





PETITIONS. LEEWARD ISLANDS. 
—— Copy presented of Amended Prison 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. | Rules, dated 21st October, 1901, provid- 
Petitions in favour: From Rowley | ing for the periodical revision of life 
Regis, Pembrey, Burley Pit, Silverdale, sentences and long sentences [by Act]; 
Chesterton, Brownhills, Newcastle, Tun- | to lie upon the Table. 
stall, Blaen-cae- Gurwen, Commercial, 
Pwllbach, West Sharlston, Prince of | TREATY SERIES (No. 2, 1902. 
Wales, Pontefract; Newmarket, High} Copy presented 0° General Index to 
Moor, Clayton West, Ryhill Main, Treaty Series, 1897-1901 {:.y Command]; 
Allerton Silkstone, Forfield, Cheadle, | to lie upon the Table. 
Little Lever, Millbridge, Skelmersdale, 
Spring Field, Whiteheath, Blackheath, ARMY (REMOUNTS). 
Seymour, Bridgewater, Linnyshaw, Pen-| Copy presented of Reports, statistical 
coed, Whitehaven, Whiston, Hendrefor- | tables, and telegrams received from South 
gan, and Gwaun-cae-Gurwen Collieries;| Africa, June, 1899 to 22nd January, 
to lie upon the Table. 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 


Petition from Winsford, for alteration RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 


of law ; to lie upon the Table. Copy presented of Report by the Board 
“ of Trade respecting the Kingscourt, 
LICENSING BILL. Keady, and Armagh Railway (No. 2) 


Petitions in favour: From Sheffield, | Bill and the objects thereof [pursuant to 
and West Riding of Yorkshire (two) ;| Standing Order 158A]; referred to the 
to lie upon the Table. Committee on the Bill. 
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5 Questions. 
FOREIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE. 


Return (in part) presented - relative 
thereto [ordered 27th February; Mr. 
Gerald Balfour]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 85.] 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS). 

Copy presented of Report by the Board 
of Trade of their Proceedings under The 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, and 
The General Pier and Harbour Act (1861) 
Amendment Act [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 86.] 


CONTEMPT OF COURT (IRELAND) 
(PERSONS COMMITTED). 

Return ordered “setting forth the 
names and addresses of all persons who 
have been committed to unlimited terms 
of imprisonment for contempt of court 
in Ireland to the 31st day of December, 
1901; the names of the judges who issued 
the orders of attachment, the charges 
against the persons attached, and the 
duration of imprisonment in each case in 
which the order for attachment was 
executed (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper No. 70 of Session 1900.”)—(Mr. 
Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh.) 


PROSECUTIONS (FISHERY LAW) 
(IRELAND). 

Return ordered, “for years 1891 to 
1901, inclusive, ending the 3lst day of 
December, of prosecutions undertaken in 
Ireland of masters of beam or otter trawl 
vessels for alleged infringement of the 
bye-laws of the Fishery Board or the 
provisions of the Acts prohibiting beam 
or otter trawling within certain waters 
round the coasts of Ireland, in the 
following form, with summary, date of 
alleged offence, name, &c., of person 
charged, name, letters, and number of 
beam or otter trawl vessel, where alleged 
offence committed, statute or byelaw 
contravened, place and date of trial, 
result of trial, by whom detected. Sum- 
mary, names, &c., of persons charged 
more than once during the foregoing 
period of ten years, number of times 
such persons were charged, total amount 
of fines, total length of imprisonment 
undergone (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 266 of Session 
1901).”—(Mr. 0’ Mara.) 
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Questions. 6 
(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 


South Africa—Seat_ of Government of 
Transvaal Colony. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if it has yet 
been definitely decided that Pretoria 
shall remain the seat of government of 
the Transvaal Colony. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): No absolutely final 
decision as to the ultimate seat of 
government can be arrived at at present. 


Recent Military Operations. 
Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he has received any further 
details of the nature and extent of the 
casualties incurred in the engagement at 
Wolmaranstad. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford: 
I have not received any further telegram 
from Lord Kitchener giving any definite 
details of the action, but a long list of 
casualties came to hand an hour or two 
ago, and will be published at once. 
Speaking from memory, I think there are 
no men reported dead in that list, which 
is not a complete list, but something like 
100 wounded are mentioned, and amongst 
them a considerable number belonging to 
the Northumberland Fusiliers, in whom 
my hon. friend is interested. In addition 
to that, I have received from Lord 
Kitchener a telegraphic despatch which 
I think the House might like to hear. 
It is as follows :— 

‘* HARRISMITH, 
“28th February, 11 a.m. 

‘* Yesterday combined operations of columns 
culminated in driving Boers against the Harri- 
smith Vanreenen’s blockhouse line. The 
Wilge was held by Leinster Regiment, General 
Elliott’s division, and mounted troops from 
Harrismith, while the columns formed on the 
Frankfort Botha’s pass blockhouse line, and 
advanced south, holding the entire country 
between the Wilge and the Natal frontier. 
On the first night a very severe attempt to 
break through was made on a point between 
Rimington’s and Byng’s column, and the 7th 
New Zealand contingent behaved with the 
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greatest gallantry. Fighting was at close 
quarters, and the Boers, as usual, drove a large 
herd of cattle in front of them.” 

I may perhaps here remind the House 
that there appeared n the newspapers this 
morning—although we have not yet got 
the whole list of casualties—a statement 
that the New Zealanders alone lost two 
officers and twenty one men killed, two 
officers and two men _ dangerously 
wounded, three officers and twenty men 
severely wounded, and nine men slightly 
wounded. That in itself bears testimony 
to the admirable resistance which they 
offered. Lord Kitchener’s message con- 
tinues— 

**Manie Botha, the Boer leader, was killed’ 
and thirty-five dead Boers recovered on ground: 
Over 100 dead horses were also left on ground, 
and 6,000 cattle that had been driven at the 
line were abandoned and left in our hands. 
Other small attempts to break out were made, 
and in two cases succeeded. On the last days, 
450 Boers with rifles and horses were captured. 
All columns have not yet reported, as opera- 
tions have been very wide. But over 600 
Boers have been either killed or are prisoners 
in our hands, also 2,000 horses, 28,000 cattle, 
200 waggons, 60,000 sheep, 600 rifles and 
50,000 rounds small arms ammunition. The 

risoners include General C. De Wet’s son and 
1is secretary, Commandants Meyer and Truter, 
and several Field Cornets. These satisfactory 
results are very appropriate on the anniversary 
of Majuba. 
“* KITCHENER.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Does the 
right hon. Gentleman know whether 
the two guns were taken at Wolmaran- 
stad, and how many prisoners were 
captured by the Boers ? 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have not got the | 


information. 
the information which has been received 
from Lord Kitchener. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast 


I have given the whole of | 


Questions. 8 


Army Medical Department 
Re-organisation. 

Sir JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and 
St. Andrew’s Universities): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he 
proposes to issue the warrant bearing on 
the reconstruction of the Army Medical 
Department before the Estimates for 
that Department are considered by the 
House. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The warrant will 
be issued before the Vote is taken. 


Chinese Regiment. 

*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire. Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it is 
still intended to ask the House to vote 
1.082 of all ranks for the Chinese regi- 
ment and £22,296 to pay for the same. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. 


Flogging in the Navy. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he will state the 
offences for which corporal punishment 
can be inflicted in the Navy for breach of 
discipline ; upto what age this form of 
punishment is allowable ; whether, when 
it is inflicted, the punishment is carried 
out in private or in public; and, if the 
latter, whether all the boys on the ship 
are forced to assemble to witness the 
punishment inflicted. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 


|W.): A detailed list of the offences for 


S.): Can the Secretary of State for War | 


give any information as to the reception 
in Dublin of the Royal Dublin Fusiliers ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): Can the Secretary of State for 
’ War say whether the reference to Majuba 
is in accordance with the policy of a 
Christian nation ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


ithe Executive Officer of the 


which the Captain of one of His Majesty’s 
ships can, after proper investigation, order 
a boy to be birched will be found in Article 
723 of the King’s Regulations. The 


punishment is restricted to boys rated as 


such, and is inflicted in the presence of 
ship, a 
medical officer, two or more petty officers, 


'and all the boys of the ship. Boys may 





also be caned by order of the Executive 
Officer when the offence is not of so 
serious a character, but this punishment 
is not required to take place in public. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN Up to what 
age is this form of punishment allowable ? 





ae fe ek Ae 


Rm a ef 


f 


s' 


ni 


nd 
ask 


he 


ical 
for 


the 


vill 


the 
t is 
ote 
gi- 


pn- 


he 
ont 


of 


en 
ied 
he 
lp 
he 


ve 


at 
et 





9 Questions. 


{28 FEBRUARY 1902} 


Questions. 10 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Eighteen. | to all the time-expired soldiers in India 
|'who have extended their service to 


Warship Boilers. 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether, considering that the 
interim Report of the Boiler Committee 
condemned the Belleville type of boiler 
as being unsuitable for warships, and 
that the final Report on the late 
trials between H.M.S. ‘‘ Minerva” and 
“ Hyacinth ” confirms this decision, it is 
the intention of the Admiralty to revert 
to the cylindrical boiler for all the new 
vessels, now under construction, or which 
may be ordered, in order to insure their 
safety and reliability. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As I in- 
formed my hon. friend the Member for 
Lewisham yesterday,? it has not yet been 
decided what type of boiler shall be in- 
stalled in the vessels referred to. 


| 


| complete twelve years with the Colours. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : | It has been agreed that half the cost of 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Has any. 


decision been arrived at in respect of 
those vessels which are ordered ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir ; 
these vessels are not commenced, and a 
decision with regard to the boilers to be 


installed in them has not yet been arrived | 


at. The House is aware what boilers 
are being installed in vessels already 
under construction. 


Mr. WILLIAM 
new Chief Constructor concur in that 
policy ? 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
not arise out of the Question. 


That does 


Time-Expired Soldiers in India. 


these bounties shall be defrayed from 
Indian revenues, in consideration of the 
fact that India benefits by asaving in 
transport charges and by retaining the 
service of seasoned soldiers. 


Spanish American War—Diplomatic 
Action preceding War. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Government 
will lay a copy of the Identic Note, which 
after the meeting of Ambassadors called 
by Lord Pauncefote at the British 
Embassy, Washington, on 10th April, 
1898, was dispatched to the Great Powers 
expressing the opinion that hostilities 
could be averted by further intervention 
on the part of the Powers. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, W.) 
(for Lord CRANBORNE): We have already 
stated that the case is not one in which 
the Papers, which are of a highly confiden- 
tial character, could properly be made 
public. We adhere to this view. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
|can state what Governments, if any, did 


ALLAN: Does the! 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


India, whether bonuses are now being 
given or are due to time-expired British 
soldiers in India; and, if so, will the cost 
be laid upon that country or upon Im- 


perial Funds, as the additional expense | 


has been caused by the war in South 
Africa. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing) : Bounties have been given 


+See preceding Volume, p. 1278. 


not act upon the Identic Note agreed to 
at a meeting of Ambassadors at Washing- 
ton on 10th April, 1898, suggesting 
further intervention on the part of the 
European Powers. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH (for Lord 
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of the Governments acted upon the Note 
in question. The meeting of Ambassadors 
was on the 14th, not the 10th, of April, 


| 1898. 


Bolivia. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can attord 
the House any information regarding the 
circumstances under which, in the year 
1880, the British Chargé d’Affairs in 
Bolivia received his papers from the 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to 








11 Questions, 


the Bolivian Government, with a request 
that he should leave that country in 
twenty-four hours. 


*Sirk M. HICKS BEACH (for Lord 
CRANBORNE): The answer is in the 
negative, because, as stated in reply to 
the hon. Member’s Question on the 17th 
instant,t there has been no British Diplo- 
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Questions. 12 


in saying that the regulations are found 
to be satisfactory; they appear to me 
to compare unfavourably with the 


normal periods of work in this country. 


matic Representative accredited to the | 


Bolivian Government since 1853. 


Northenden Tragedy. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : I | 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that the body 
of Cottrill, of Northenden, was taken from 
the building in which it was placed and 
ill-treated, and whether he intends to 
prosecute the persons concerned in this 


Average days of fourteen and sixteen 
hours as described in the regulations are 
in excess of anything which would be 
approved of by the Inspecting Officers of 
the Board of Trade in cases coming 
before them under the Hours Act. | 
may remind the hon. Member that in 


Prussia the railways are almost entirely 


in the hands of the State. i hardly 
think such a conference as that suggested 
in the latter part of the Question would 


| lead to any useful result. 


attack, and also those who broke the lock | 


of the door. The hon. Member com- 
plained that the Question had been 
mutilated at the Table. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuir, 
Croydon): Yes, Sir, and I have made 
inquiries into the matter, with the 
result that, though the accounts in the 
newspapers appear to be considerably 
exaggerated, I have thought it right to 
place the matter in the hands of the 
Public Prosecutor. 


Hours of Labour on Prussian Railways. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has 
been directed to the diplomatic and 
consular Reports upon Prussian Railways, 
just issued by the Foreign Office, which 
state that regulations limiting the hours 
of labour for officials and workmen of 
all grades, framed to meet almost all 
possible contingencies, are in force and 
found to be satisfactory; whether he 
will confer with the directors of our 
railway companies with a view to 
securing their co-operation in framing 
a similar set of regulations for general 
adoption in this country. 


Tae PRESIDENT or tae BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. GeraLv Batrour, 
Leeds, Central): { have seen the Report. 
I have no information before me to 
show that the hon. Member is accurate 


+ See prece ling Volume, p. 183. 


Caprain NORTON: Is the Govern- 
ment going to take no action with 
reference to diminishing the hours of 
labour of railway servants ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I shall 
take action on the Motion passed the 
other night. 


Swine Fever Regulations. 

Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether he 
will arrange that the local inspector shall 
have power to call in a local veterinary 
surgeon in all cases where the symptoms 
of swine fever are not so clear as to 
leave no room for doubt; and if he will 
give directions that the premises should 
be declared free of swine fever with the 
least possible delay if it has been ascer- 
tained that the declaration of the 
existence of swine fever was groundless. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE(Mr. Hansury, Preston): 
The Board in all such cases direct by 
telegram the attendance of one of their 
veterinary inspectors or of a specially 
selected veterinary surgeon, who are 
under the control of the Board, and have 
more experience of the disease and are 
more independent of purely local influ- 
ences than might always be the case if 
the local veterinary surgeon was called 
in. It is not, and never has been, the 
practice of the Board to continue the 
restrictions alter the veterinary officers 
are satisfied that swine fever does not 
exist, and that the restrictions can be 
withdrawn with reasonable safety. But, 
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when dealing with a disease possessed| Fees of Medical Witnesses at Inquests. 

of such peculiar characteristics, it is| Caprain BOWLES (Middlesex, Enfield): 
often necessary to allow a considerable | I beg to ask the President of the Local 
interval to elapse before finally accept- | Government Board whether the instruc- 
ing the negative evidence which alone | tions given to the auditors with respect 
can be available in such cases that|}to payment of fees by a coroner to 


swine fever is non-existent. medical witnesses, under Section 22 of 
the Coroners’ Act, 1887, necessitate the 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: I beg to | titioners who act gratuitously as medical 
ask the President of the Board of Agri-! officers at a hospital infirmary or other 
culture whether, in view of the decision | medical institution. And whether, if a 
of the High Court (King’s Bench) given | medical officer attaches himself to act 
last Wednesday quashing, with costs, the | gratuitously at any such institution, he 
conviction of Messrs. Pearks and Com- | is entitled to be paid the fees specified in 
pany, Limited, for selling milk-blended | the said Section 22 of the said Statute. 
butter, he can take any further steps to | 
prevent the sale of this article, or whether,| Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
after the decision of the High Court, GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
legislation will be required to enable its | Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): The 
sale to be stopped. Local Government Board have not given 

any instructions to district auditors on 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, ithe subject referred to by my ‘hon. 
W.): I beg to ask the President ofthe Board | friend. It rests with the Auditor in any 
of Agriculture, in view of the decision of case to decide whether a particular pay- 
the Judges in the appeal case of Pearks, ment is illegal, and therefore one to be 
Gunston, and Tee, Limited, v. Houghton, disallowed. The Board’s jurisdiction 
heard in the King’s Bench Division on only arises on an appeal from his de- 
Wednesday, 26th February, with reference cision. A question of this sort was con- 
to the process of blending milk with sidered in 1898 by the Board and Sevre- 
butter, whether he intends to take any tary of State. The view taken was that 
action in the matter. ‘the medical officer of an institution to 

which the section applied would not be 

Mr. HANBURY: The decision given | entitled to the fee in question, although 
last Wednesday was on the point as to) he received no pay for performing the 
whether sufficient notice of the quality duty of medical officer. 
of the article sold had been given to the : 
purchaser. But another appeal is pend- 
ing on the further, and perhaps more 
important, point as to whether this milk- \rp_ GRANT LAWSON: The question 
blended butter comes within the terms of jad not arisen before 1898, and that was 
the Margarine Act. Until a decision has | 4} decision then come to. : 
been given in this case, and I expect it 
will be given early in March, I can Split Duties in the Postal Service. 
eXpress no opinion as to the necessity for; Caprain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
legislation or otherwise. Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 

senting the Postmaster General, whether 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY : Is not the | he is aware that the abolition of what is 
effect of the decision to declare legal the known in the General Post Office as split 
practice of blending milk and butter, attendances was recommended by the 
which has hitherto been considered |Tweedmouth Committee; whether, seeing 
fraudulent ? that these split attendances continue in 

'spite of assurances given in the House 

Mr. HANBURY: By no means. Until by the representatives of the Postmaster 
the decision has been giveninthe appeal , General that all the recommendations of 
case I have referred to, I cannot say |the Tweedmouth Committee had been 
whether or notjany change in the law carried out, he can now undertake to 
wil be necessary. immediately abolish them. 


Milk-blended Butter. ‘disallowance of all fees to medical prac- 
| 


_ Captain BOWLES : Was there any 
| change in the procedure in 1898? 








15 Questions. 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E): The re- 
commendation of the Tweedmouth 


Committee was that split attendances | 


should be abolished where practicable, 
and this recommendation has been care- 
fully carried out, although at considerable 
expense. The split attendances of the 
sorting staff in London have already 
been reduced to a very small number, 
and it is hoped that in course of time it 
may be found possible to discontinue all 
those that remain. 


Education—Registration of Teachers. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President cf the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education, with 
reference to the term ‘‘efficient”’ used 
by him in relation to the term “recog- 
nised school” as used in Sections 3 and 
4 of the Schedule to the Order in 
Council for Regulating the Registration 
of Teachers, whether he can say in what 
way the Board of Education intend to 
determine whether a school is efficient. 

I beg also to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether he can state what steps must 
be taken by the authorities of a school 
in order that the school may be recog- 
nised as efficient. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): If the Registration Council 
declined to recognise a school for 
the purposes of Sections 3 and 4 of the 
Order in Council, the authorities of the 
school might appeal to the Board of 
Education, and the efficiency of the 
school might be established by inspection 
under the Board of Education Act, 1899. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether. in view 
of the fact that the number of persons 
who are entitled, as being recognised by 
the Board of Education as certificated 
teachers under the Code of Regulations 
for Elementary Day Schools, to be placed 
on the Register of Teachers without 
payment of any registration fee, exceeds 
64,000, and that registration for other 
teachers is not compulsory, he will state 
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who is to be responsible for meeting a 
deficit in the event of the income derived 
from registration fees falling short of the 
expenses of registration. 


Sir J. GORST: It is not considered 
possible that the registration fees will fall 
short of the expenses of registration 
during the first three years, as the num- 
ber of teachers seeking registration will 
in that period be abnormally great ; but 
during this period the Board of Educa- 
tion will be responsible. After tha: 
period the fees will be fixed at such an 
amount as to secure that the receipts 
will not fall below the expenditure. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Then am I to under- 
stand that the Board of Education pays ! 


Sir J. GORST: If there be any 
deficiency, the Board will have to take 


/some measures to supply it. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask thie 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether the teri 
**head master or head mistress,” as used 
in Section 4 of the Schedule to the Order 
in Council for Regulating the Registration 
of Teachers, is to be understood as 
applicable to the principal of a School 
conducted for private profit. 


Sm J. GORST: The answer to this 


Question is in the affirmative. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education, in respect to the 
term “satisfactory ” as used by him in 
reference to the term “experience in 
teaching ” as used in the Schedule 4 (2) (ii) 
to the Order in Council for Regulating the 
Registration of Teachers, whether he will 
state what experience will be considered 
satisfactory to the Registration Authority. 


Sir J. GORST: No, Sir; that is a 
question for the Registration Authority. 


Irish Agricultural and Technical Educa- 
tion Subsidies. 

Mr. P. A. MSHUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Liewtenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that certain counties and urbam 








16: 


ng a 
ived 
the 


pred 
fall 
tion 
um- 
will 
but 
uca- 
tha: 
an 
ipts 


Jer- 


ys? 


any 
ake 


the 
of 
Tm 
sed 
der 
ion 

as 
ool 


his 


the 
of 
she 


2a 








17 Questions. 


{28 FEBRUARY 1902! 


districts in Ireland have failed to receive | 
from the Department of Agriculture and | 
Technical Education the full subsidies to | 


which they would have been entitled in 
1900 and 1901, if their agricultural and 
technical education schemes had been 
approved and in operation in due time ; 


Questions. 18 


Mr. ATKINSON: The agricultural 
grant relieves the ratepayers of a burden 
equal to one-half the rates in the standard 
year. The basis on which the grant to 


Killarney, as to other Unions, was fixed, 


'is defined in the Local Government 


will he advise the Department to ear- | 


mark, for future allocation to such 


counties and urban districts, the sums | 
lost to them by ther failure, through | 


no fault of their own, to have their 
agricultural and technical education 
schemes put in operation at the earliest 
possible moment ; and will he state how 
the Department will deal with that 
portion of its revenue which might have 
been devoted to subsidising agriculture 
and technical education committees in 


| the amount of the grant was fixed. 


Act 
of 1898, and the method adopted in the 
making, of the calculations is explained in 
a Paper presented to Parliament in 1899. 
The Board. was fully cognisant of the 
circumstances in each union at the time 
With 
regard to the concluding part of the 
Question, it is true that the Guardians 
have recently represented that the grant 
to Killarney Union is inadequate, but it 
is equally true that in September, 1900, 
the Guardians expressed their satisfaction 
at the amount of the grant. It is not 
the intention of the Government to re- 


apportion the grants over the unions in 


1900 and 1901, but was not so ex- 
pended. 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For) 


IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) (for Mr. Wynpuam): The 
Department can only subsidise approved 
schemes that are put into actual opera- 
tion. No aid could, therefore, be given 
to the schemes that were not in force 
in 1900-1901. The Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction Act, 1899, pro- 
vides that money placed at the disposal 
oi the Department, not expended in any 
financial year, shall be accumulated, and 
may be expended for the purposes of the 
Act in any subsequent year. 

Killarney and ‘the Irish Agricultural 

Grant. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Ireland. 


Shield Trust, Dungannon. 
Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


| Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
| the provisions of the Shield Trust, a 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | 


tion has been called to the fact that, 
owing to the small amount allowed for 
agricultural grant in some unions, a 
burden has been imposed on the rate- 
payers of such unions ; is he aware of the 
circumstances in such unions at the time 
at which the amount of the grant was 
fixed ; and, seeing that representations 
have been made to the Local Government 
Board in the case of the Killarney Union 
disclosing the burden inflicted on the rate 
payers of that union in consequence of 
the method adopted in fixing the amount 
payable for the agricultural grant to them, 
whether he will take steps for a readjust- 
ment of the amounts to be paid in future 
for such agricultural grant. 


charitable endowment in, or near, Dun- 
gannon, and whether it is being carried 
out in accordance with the intention of 
the benefactor; how many houses are 
comprised in the endowment scheme, 
how many of these are occupied by 
Roman Catholics, and how many _ by 
persons who are not Roman Catholics ; 
and, of the total participants of the 
charity, can he state how many are 
respectively Roman Catholic, Protestant, 
and Presbyterian. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The charity is ad- 
ministered by a corporate body in 
accordance with the provisions of a 
private Act of Parliament, 27 & 28 
Vict. cap. 8, and amending Acts. The 
Secretary to the Board of Governors 
states there are twenty-five houses at 
Dungannon, containing thirty - three 
inmates. He has no information as to 
their religious denominations. 


Ennis Crimes Act Trials. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 


at the recent hearing at Ennis, after the 
| Court 


had decided that they could 
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not convict on the charges preferred | peace and good behaviour, in default of 


against the defendants under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, any 
suggestion was made by the Crown 
Prosecutor that the Court as then | 
constituted should order the defendants | 
to find bail. | 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir; no such | 
suggestion was made to the ,Magistrates | 
by the Crown Counsel. 


which he was committed to prison for 
three months. 


Sanitary Loans to Irish Urban 
Authorities. 

Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: [ beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the 
Treasury refused some years ago 


to accept repayment at par of out- 


standing loans for sanitary works con- 


Increase of Judicial Rents in Ireland. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the large and increasing number of 
cases in which the chief Court of the 
Land Commission fixes the judicial rent 
payable by tenants, not alone above the 
Sub-Commission rent, but above the rent 
reported as fair by the expert valuers of | 
the Court itself, he will consider the 
advisability of provision being made, by 
legislation or otherwise, in all such cases 
for the Court to give the grounds upon 
which such increasea rents are declared. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The grounds upon 
which that judgment on appeal is based 
are to a considerable extent set out in 
the pink schedule. The matter has been 
considered, but my hon. friend will not 
expect me to inform him, before the 
introduction of the Land Bill, what 
result has been arrived at. 


Arrest of Mr. O’Donnell at Kilrush. 

MaJor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
explain under what authority Mr. 
O'Donnell was arrested in the streets of 
Kilrush and sentenced by the magistrate 
to three months imprisonment. 


' Mid) : 


tracted by urban authorities in Ireland ; 
will the Treasury consider the advisa- 
bility of accepting repayment of such 
loans at par where the urban author- 
ities are in a position to reduce their 
local taxes by borrowing in the cheapest 
market and repaying the Treasury at 
par. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Local authorities in any part of the 
United Kingdom who wish to make re- 
payment in advance of loans, out of the 
Local Loans Fund, have to comply with 
certain conditions prescribed by the 
Treasury in 1895. One condition re- 
quires that the amount to be repaid in 
respect of each £100 of the outstanding 
loan shall be the value of £100 of Local 
Loans Stock at current price. The main- 
tenance of thiscondition is necessary for 
the solvency of the Local Loans Fund 


,when the stock stands at a premium. 


At the present price of Local Loans Stock 
it cannot be a serious obstacle to the re- 
payment of loans. 


Irish Ordnance Maps. 
Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he is 
aware that the new series of ordnance 


_maps for Ireland, to the scale of one inch 


Mr. ATKINSON: This man was 
arrested by the police for persistently 
following an individual, in their presence, 
in the pig market at Kilrush, and pre- 
venting him from selling his pigs by in- 
tercepting every dealer who approached, 
and denouncing the individual referred 
to as a “grabber.” Depositions were 
made by the police who witnessed the 
occurrence, and the accused was taken 
before the resident 
ordered him to find sureties for the 


Magistrate, who, 


to the mile, which have marked upon 
them the rural district boundaries, are 
not on sale at Messrs. Hodges, Figgis, 
and Company, Dublin, or at Mr. Charles 
Fitzgerald’s, Clonmel, both of whom 
have been appointed by the Ordnance 
Department as agents for the sale of 
ordnance maps ; and, seeing that both of 
these agents have applied to the Ord- 
nance Department ior the maps, and 
have been unable to procure them, 


whether he will cause instructions to be 
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issued to the Ordnance Department to | 
issue these maps to these agents without | 
further delay. 
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If it were possible to find a remedy, no 
one would be more happy than we ; but 
I am not prepared to say that this House 


Questions. 


is the only place where we are exposed 


Mr. HANBURY: These maps were | 
originally prepared for the use of the) 
Irish Government only, for the purpose 
of the Local Government Act; but | 
within the last few days authority has | 
been obtained from the Treasury to/ 
issue them to the general public, and 
that shall be done without. delay. 


Proposed British Academy of Learning. | 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if a grant of public money | 
will be made to the proposed British | 
Academy of Learning in the event of its 


foundation being sanctioned by His 
Majesty in Council. 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: This 
is a purely hypothetical question. I am 


not aware that the foundation of the 
proposed institution has yet been con- 
sidered by His Majesty in Council ; but, 
even if it should be agreed to, I am 
afraid that, personally, my feeling would 
be against a grant. 


The Influenza. 
Mr. DILLON: May I ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, as Leader of the 
House, whether he has turned his atten- 
tion to the necessity of doing something 
to disinfect this House against the in- 
fluenza? The casualty list is already 
heavy, and no one knows when he may 
be struck down. I should have thought 
that the experience of the Government 
would alone have turned their thoughts 
in that direction I suggest tothe Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer the advisability 
of asking an informal Committee of the 
doctors who are Members of this House 
to consider the matter,and report their 
views as to whether anything can be 
done to protect us from this poisonous 
atmosphere. Failing that, I shall sub- 
mit a Motion that this House do adjourn 
for a week in order that it may be dis- 
infected. 
Stir M. HICKS BEACH: 


If any 


part of the House has suffered from 
the cause to which the hon. Member 
refers, it is those who sit on this Bench. | 


to infection. I will make inquiries to 
see what can be done between this and 


_ Monday. 


Mr. DILLON : It‘is the worst place, 
at any rate. 


Army Excess Vote. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: | beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 


| having regard to the fact that, in the 


financial year ending 31st March, 1901, 
surpluses from the clothing and other 
Votes were applied to the purchase of 


defective field guns in Germany for 


which the sanction of the House has yet 


|to be sought, the matter can be raised 


on the Army Estimate 1900-1, Excess 
Vote, or must be deferred until the 
application {to the House usually made 
towards the end of the session. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: This matter 
can be raised, either upon the Army 
Estimates for 1902-3, or on the 
declaratory Resolution on Army expen- 
diture which sanctions the action taken 
by the Treasury. It does not come 
within the scope of the Eacess Vote 
now before the House. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that last year 
we were told that the matter could not 
be raised on the Estimates of this year ? 
Has anything taken place which makes 
it appropriate to the Estimates of next 
year ? 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I will 


inquire further into the question. 


Business of the House. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
I wish to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer a Question with reference to 
the business for tonight. The Vote for 
the Chief Secretary’s salary has been 
put down for discussion on the Vote 
on Account, so as to enable _ Irish 
Members to discuss the action of the 
Irish Executive. We have heard with 
regret that the Chief Secretary is ill 
and unable to be in his place; but as 
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course to adjourn the discussion, | would 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
arrangements will be made to take the 
Report of the Vote on Account at some 
fitting hour which will enable the 
Chief Secretary to speak, and allow some 
further discussion upon the matter. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: [am sure that 
my right hon. friend regrets his inability 
to be present; and nothing but ill- 
health prevents him from being here to 
reply to the attacks which may be made 
against him. I will do my best to make 
the arrangements which the hon. and 
learned Member suggests. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle 
of Thanet): Can the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer make any statement about 
the business for Tuesday ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Perhaps I 
may anticipate a Question which the 
Leader of the Opposition has placed on 
the Paper for Monday. The right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to move: “That a 
Select Committee be appointed to in- 
quire into contracts and purchases 
made on behalf of the Government for 
His Majesty's forces in South Africa, 
in respect of remounts, meat, freights, 
and transport,” and he has given notice 
that he will ask on Monday for a day to 
bring the Motion on. ‘Chat isa Motion 
for which we feel bound to give every 
facility in our power. I suggest to the 
right hon. Gentleman the way in which 
the notice may be best dealt with. I 
had given notice yesterday that we 
proposed to begin the discussion of the 
Army Estimates on Thursday; but, 
after communicating with my right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for War, 
I learn that he will be in a position to 
begin that debate on Tuesday, and to 
continue it, if necessary, on Thursday 
and Friday’ so that next week we may 
obtain Vote A and Vote 1, which it is 
necessary to take before certain dates. 
On that assumption, Monday week shall 
be placed at the disposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman for the Motion of 
which he has given notice. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to acknow- 
ledge the spirit in which the right hon. 
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Gentleman proposes to meet my request. 
With regard to the preliminary debate 
on the Army Estimates, and the discus- 
sion of the first two Votes on Tue osday, 
Thursday, and Friday, as far as I am 
concerned, any influence which I possess 
will be used towards attaining the 
result suggested by the right hon. 
Gentleman. But he is aware that there 
are larger numbers among those who 
follow him who are vocally interested in 
Army Estimates than on this side of the 
House ; and the attainment of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s desires will depend 
rather on his own supporters. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
As it now appears that the debate on the 
new Rules can not be resumed next week, 
or on the following Monday, perhaps the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will state 
on what date it is likely to be renewed 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH: My hon. 
friend is asking me to enter ‘nt> the 
domain of prophecy. That I musi ue- 
cline to do. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether the 
Budget will be introduced before or after 
Easter ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That is a 
matter on which I must preserve my own 
counsel. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection that they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure 
the following fifteen Members in respect 
of the Midwives Bill:—Dr. Ambrose, Mr. 
mg: Boscawen, Mr. John Burns, Mr. 
Caine, Mr. Emmott, Sir Michael Foster, 
Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Heywood John- 
stone, Lord Cecil Manners, Mr. T. P. 
O'Connor, Colonel Sadler, Mr. Schwann, 
Sir Barrington Simeon, Sir John Tuke, 
and Mr. Eugene Wason. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection that they had 
discharged the following Members from 
the Parliamentary Panel of Members of 
this House to act as Commissioners in 








R 
to 
ne 


I 
] 
a 
f 
| 


—_— 


i ek a. | 





le 
id 
m 
of 
1 











25 Supply —Civil 


pursuance of the provisions of The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899:—Mr. John Edward Gordon and | 
Mr. Abel Smith. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 
NEW BILLS. 


LOCALGOVERNMENT ACT (1888) AMEND- 
MENT (LONDON) BILL. 

“To amend Section 43, Sub-section 
1 ()), of The Local Government Act, 
1888,” presented by Mr. Herbert 
Robertson, under Standing Order 31 ; 
to be read a second time: upon Thursday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 109.] 


BANK HOLIDAYS ACTS AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend The Bank Holidays Act, 
1871, and The Holidays Extension Act, 
1875, and to make provision for an addi- 
tional Bank Holiday to be called Empire 
Day, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Seymour Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Melville, Mr. 
Jacoby, Mr. Warner, Mr. Reginald Lucas, 
Mr. Seott Montague, Sir Howard Vincent, 
Mr. Carlile, Mr. Majendie, Mr. Fuller, and 
Mr. Richards. 


BANK HOLIDAYS ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


“To amend the Bank Holidays Act, 
1871, and The Holidays Extension Act, 
1875, and to make provision for an 
additional Bank Holiday to be called 
Empire Day,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, 14th March, and to be printed. 
{Bill 110. ] 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (WALES). 


Bill to enable owners and occupiers in 
Wales and Monmouthshire to have 
effectual control over the Liquor Traffic, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Herbert 
Roberts, Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. Lloyd- 
Gearge, Mr. William Jones, Mr. William 
Abraham, and Mr. Samuel Evans. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (WALES) | 
BILL. 
‘*To enable owners and occupiers in | 
Wales and Monmouthshire to have | 
effectual control over the Liquor Traffic,” | 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
reid a second time upon Wednesday, 14th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 111.] 





{28 FEBRUARY 1902} 


Service Estimates, 26 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


The Clerk at the Table announced 
the unavoidable absence of the Chair. 
mun of Ways and Means owing to the 
continuance of his indisposition. 


Whereupon the Deputy Chairman 
{[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.)] took 
the Chair of the Committee pursuant 
to the Standing Order. 


CIVIL SERVICES anp REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3 
(VOTE on ACCOUNT). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £19,095,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, on account. 
for or towards defraying the charges for 
the following Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments for the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, viz. :— 


Civiz SERVICES. 


Class II. £ 
Home Office . ‘i i 60,000 
Chief Secretary for Ireland 16,000 
_ Class 1. 
Royal Palaces and Marlborough 
House 35,000 


Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens. 


50,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings 


16,000 


Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, 

Great Britain . ‘ é 5 22.000 
Art and Science Buildings, Great 

Britain .. : ; ‘ : 16,000 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings 12,000 


Revenue Buildings é ‘ 
Public Buildings, Great Britain 
Surveys of the United Kingdom 


150,000 
196,000 
90,000 


Harbours under the Board of Trade 7,000 
Peterhead Harbour ; 6,000 
Rates on Government Property 250.000 
Public Works and _ Buildings, 

Ireland ; , ; 110,000 
Railways, Ireland . 80,000 
Class IT. 

United Kingdom and England :— 

House of Lords, Offices . 3,000 
House of Commons, Offices. ‘4 12°000 

Treasury and‘ Subordinate Depart- ; 
ments A r , 39,000 
Foreign Office 30,000 
Colonial Office , , 25,000 
| Privy Council Office, &c. 5,000 
Privy Seal Office. , 1,000 
Board of Trade > 70,000 
Mercantile Marine Services ; 30,000 

Bankruptcy Department of the ; 
Board of Trade '. . ° 3 
Board of Agriculture 70,000 


15,000 


Charity Commission 
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Civil Service Commission 
Exchequer and Audit Department. 
Friendly Societies Registry . 
Local Government Board 

Lunacy Commission 

Mint (including Coinage) 
National Debt Office 

Public Record Office " 
Public Works Loan Commission 
Registrar General’s Office 
Stationery and Printing 

Woods, Forests, &c., Office of 
Works and Public Buildings, Office of 
Secret Service 


Scotland :— 


Secretary for Scotland 
Fishery Board. 

Lunacy Commission 
Registrar General's Office 
Local Government Board 


Ireland :— 
Lord Lieutenant's Household. 
Department of Agriculture ‘ 
Charitable Donations and Bequests 
Oftice 

Local Government Board 
Public Kecord Office 

Public Works Office 

Registrar General’s Office 
Valuation and Boundary Survey 


Class ITT. 


United Kingdom and England :— 


Law Charges 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses 
Supreme Court of Judicature . 
Land Registry 
County Courts 
Police, England and W ales 
Prisons, England and the Colonies. 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
Great Britain . 
Broadmoor _— Criminal 
Asylum . 


Lunatic 


Scotland :-- 
Law Charges and Courts of Law 
Register House, Edinburgh 
Crofters Commission 
Prisons, Scotland 


. 


Treland :— 


Law Charges and Criminal Prose- 
cutions 

Supreme Court of Judicature, and 
other Legal Departments. 

Land Commission 

County Court Otticers, ke. 

Dublin Metropolitan Police 

Royal Irish Constabulary 

Prisons, Ireland 

Reformatory and Industrial Schools 

Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


. 
. + 
. . 


Class IV. 


United Kingdom and pes 
Board of Education ‘ 
British Museum 
National Gallery 
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£ £ 
18,000 | National Portrait Gallery . ° 3,000 
26,000 | Wallace Collection . 4 5,000 

3,000 | Scientific iain &e. , United 
85,000 | Kingdom . 31,000 
5,000 | Universities and "Colleges, Great 
5 Britiain, and Intermediate 
6,000 Education, Wales 43,000 
10,000 | 
ie | Scotland :— 
eae | | Public Education . ° 700,000 
8000 | National Gallery . . 3,000 
yee Ireland :— 
| Public Education 710,000 
ea School Commissioners 400 
ae ational Gallery 2,000. 
—— | Queen’s Colleges. . 2,500. 
3,000 
3,000 | Class V. 
5,000 | Diplomatic and Consular Services . 250,000 
Uganda, Central and East Africa 
2.000 | Protectorates, and Uganda 
0,000 Railway ‘ ‘ ; 320,000 
evs Colonial Services . 1,100,000 
1.000 Cyprus, Grant in Aid. 29,000: 
96000 | Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific 
“2000 | Cable. 50,000 
16,000 | Cretan Loan . ° - - 
9,000 | 7 
6,000 Class VI. 
Superannuation and Retired Allow- 
| ances 280,000 
"Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, 
&e. . 2,500) 
= Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
140,000 Allowances. ‘ 1,000: 
14,000 | Hospitals and Charities, Ireland . 17,000: 
15,000 | 
20,000 | Class VII. 
320,000 Temporary Commissions 22,000 
| Miscellaneous Expenses 17,087 
140,000 | Coronation of His Majesty ° - - 
| Repayments to the Local Loans 
14,000 | Fund ‘ ; - 
| Total for Civil Services . £12,105,000 
30,000 | - — 
15,000 | 
aaa Revenue Departments. 
"| Customs . 350,000: 
Inland Reveune . 830,000 
Post Office ‘ , - 3,800,000 
: | Post Office Packet Service ‘ 210,000 
35,000 | Post Office Telegraphs . - 1,800,000 
porte Total for Revenue Departments £6,990,000 
46,000 : "19.095.000 
40,000 | Grand Total £39,006,000 
600,000 | 
45,000 
55,000 | *(4.10.) Smr CHARLES DILKE (Glou- 
3,000 cestershire, Forest of Dean) said that he 
should be moderate in what he was 
about to say on the recent breakdown of 
the arbitration on the Home Office 
4,500,000 ; 2 
sooo | Special rules with regard to the use of 
10,000 | lead in the potting trade, for the reason 
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that he was anxious that the [Irish | 


Members should have the opportunity of 
discussing Irish affairs which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had pro- 
mised them. When his friends, for ex- 
ample the hon. Members for Berwick- 
shire and Battersea, had joined with him 
in raising the question of the most danger- 
ous trades, the use of phosphorus in the 
match trade and of lead in china and 
earthenware, they had attained speedy 
success as regards dusty processes in the 
lead trade; and the use of fans and other 
precautions for which they had asked 
had produced most beneficial results. 
In the match trade necrosis had been 
stamped out by Home Office rules, made 
under pressure by the House of Com- 
mons. They had hoped for the same 
success in the pottery trade, but it 
had not been attained, though there 
was improvement. He would not 
trouble the House with technical details, 
as regarded which all that he had done 


throughout was to support the scientific | 


authority at the back of the Home 
Office. 

The pottery trade had been so danger- 
ous that after the issue in 1898 of the 
rules which had then come into force, a 
second set of rules had been at once got 
out which were to be brought into opera- 
tion as soon as manufacturers had 
become used to them, which at that 
time they had promised they would do. 
These rules, which were in principle 
accepted, established a low percentage of 
lead in the frit, or what was called a 
standard. They were intended to come 
into force in two years. The Home 
Office was finally forced by the manu- 
facturers into arbitration. Had the law 
been what it now was, the Home 
Office would have had the power 
of establishing its rules. As it was, 
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Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): I 
do not think they ever definitely agreed 
to accept a standard. 


* Sirk CHARLES DILKE said it was 
stated by the umpire again and again 
that they had indicated that they were 
willing to accept one. They were, at any 
rate, willing to accept the principle of a 
low percentage of lead in frit. The 
absurdity of the situation was that 
instead of the old books being done with,. 
they would now have the old law im 
force for an indefinite period of years in 
order that this arbitration might be 
indefinitely prolonged. The manu-- 
facturers seemed to think that the 
system of suspensions of workers intro- 
duced in 1898 was satisfactory. He had 
explained to the House of Commons last 
year how unsatisfactory it was ; a mere 
temporary and objectionable arrange-- 
ment which ought only to be enforced 
until the undue use of lead was put an 
end to. There had been since last session 
fresh facts to show that his argument 
was sound. At an inquest held last 
autumn at Longton on the death of 
| Martha Lymer, aged thirty-four, a 
|married woman, a majolica paintress, 
from lead poisoning, Dr. Arlidge—who.- 
‘admitted that Dr. Parkes was right in 
the opinion that death was due to lead 
| —told the Court that he had frequently 
informed the woman that she was show- 
'ing signs of lead poisoning, and added 
| that she denied it. ‘“‘ She ought to have 
/owned up and then she would have been 
suspended.” Nothing could be more un- 
'satisfactory. In a case in the present 
_ year, also in Longton, when the Crown 
| Porcelain Company was summoned by 
| the Inspector of Factories for employing 
'a woman in ware cleaning for eight 
/months without examination by the 





although the Factory Acts were all certifying surgeon, with the effect that 
repealed, and a new Act last year had’ she had finally admittedly suffered from 
abolished the system of arbitration on | lead poisoning, it was shown that here 
special rules, the old law had been kept | again concealment had been caused by 
in force for the one purpose, which was | the suspension rule. 

called strictly temporary, of allowing the; The Home Office rules, repeatedly 
lead arbitration to be held under it. The | justified to the House of Commons 
manufacturers had accepted in principle by Lord Ridley and by the present 
the idea of a standard, but they differed Secretary of State, as based on the 
from the Home Office with regard to highest chemical and scientific evidence, 
the percentage, and whenthe partiescame had been referred to arbitration, 
to arbitration the manufacturers refused | oddly enough before another member of 


the standard altogether. | the Cabinet. Lord James was a perfect 








{COM} 


arbitrator, but his situation was most 
awkward when he was called upon to 
sit in judgment on the rules of a brother 
member of the Cabinet, and invited, as 
it were, to force upon them a trade. 
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The case could hardly be said to have | 


been well managed. The excellent counsel 
was only briefed at a late moment, he 
knew not why, and some of the wit- 


nesses who ought to have been called | 


were not called. The Home Office did 
not call British manufacturers who were 
wholly avoiding the use of lead or who | 
were fritting their lead to a very low stan- 
dard, from whom many Members of the 
House, and the Government itself, were 
purchasing such ware, who could have 
spoken to perfect commercial practica- 
bility. 

He wished to draw the attention 
of the House to the evidence of Dr. 
Legge, the principal Medical Inspector 
of the Home Office. Dr. Legge agreed 
with the scientific witnesses of the 
Government that either prevention of 
the use of lead or close regulation to 
a low standard was absolutely necessary, 
in addition to all other precautions. Dr. 
Legge and other witnesses proved that, 
although statistics looked better, many 
cases went unreported; and Dr. Legge 
showed that in many reported cases the 
medical officer alluded to previous attacks 
of lead in the case of the same person, 
and that on examination it was discovered 
that these former attacks had gone un- 
reported. Dr. Legge pointed out that 
there was little or no improvement in| 
the figures of the dipping houses, and 
said— 


‘“« As regards the people in the dipping: house, 
the dippers, the dippers’ assistants, and ware 
cleaners, if their condition is to be improved, | 
it must be by dealing with the materials in | 
the glaze ;” 
and he added that there was no improve- | 
ment as regards glost-placers— 

, — | 
‘* because glost-placers are dealing with dipped 
material.” ‘ 


Asked as regards the severity of lead 
attacks, Dr Legge said— 

“ There have already been this year as many 
severe cases reported amongst men as there 
were in 1900, though only ten months have | 
passed.” 

Miss Anderson, the principal lady in- 
spector, confirmed Dr Legge’s statement 
as to many cases not being notified, and | 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


[ONS} 


| said that there were cases of lead poison- 
ing which had been discovered by the 
| staff 

| “which were not reported.” 

| The arbitration suddenly collapsed in an 
extraordinary fashion. The rules as to 
standard and frit were postponed again 
for eighteen months. 


| ** with power at the end of that term, if neces- 
sary, to further adjourn the arbitration.” 
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Lord James said that he was 


“not going for one noment to give a decision 
relieving the employers from, it may be, positive 
| obligation to reduc2 the quantity of pure Jead, 
.... IT appeal tothem.... whether they 
cannot proceed at once to find a better means of 
re jucing the quantity of lead used, so as to have 
a low standard of solubility . . . . I wouldask 
them to look to their foreign brethren and see 
whether from their systems they cannot get 
rid of the use of the quantity of lead which 
is now employed.” 


He added— 


| ** I will recommend the Home Office to consider 
whether a rule cannot be framed and added to 
these rules that upon application showing that 
the lead used has been reduced to such a small 
quantity that the standard of solubility is very 
| low, say below 2 per cent. . . . the prohibi- 
| tive rules can be taken away it the Home 
Office think it right to relieve such factories 
| from their effect. ... It would be a prize 
factory. . . . It would be a mark that they 
carried into effect the purposes for which all 
these rules have been framed.” 


|The House would hardly believe that 
nothing of the kind was done, and at 
the adjourned arbitration on the last 


'day no such rule had been proposed. 


The net result of the whole arbitration 
was that no frit at all, no standard of 
solubility, had been agreed upon. The 
matter could hardly rest in this position. 
The manufacturers themselves admitted 
that they must put their house in order. 
The President of the North Staffordshire 
Chamber of Commerce, Mr. Heath, had 


| said after the arbitration, at the Burslem 
| dinner— 


“‘ He believed that there was some levelling 
up to be done among manufacturers. Those 
who had not facilities for resisting the evil 
should be brought up to the standard of the 
better manufacturers.” 


There were, however, some unfor- 


_tunate exceptions. Dr. Folker, a certify- 


ing surgeon appointed by the Home 


| Office, at one dinner had attacked the 


Home Office for the very proposals 
which for years it had been officially 
urging on the manufacturers. 
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With regard to foreign competition, | factories should be put in a favoured 
which was alleged by the Member for} position, and thus advertised as doing 
Stoke, the arbitrator had shown that | that which all factories ought todo. A 
Staffordshire was sending goods into final sitting was held in London, but no 
Protectionist countries against 60 per|such rule was proposed, and when 





cent. tariffs, and it must be remembered 


that the French law on dangerous trades | 


was stronger than our own. The whole 
conduct of such trades in France was 


absolutely under the Government as | 


regards every condition under which 
they might be pursued ; including men 
in the same degree as women and young 
persons. The French Government was 


now engaged on attempting to substitute | 


absolutely safe ingredients in all cases 
for lead, and the number of potteries in 
France already using leadless glaze was 
very large. The anomaly of the old 
Acts continuing, perhaps for ever—for 


there was no security that the present 


arbitration would ever come to an end 
—placed Parliament in 
position ; and as regarded the substance 
of their case, they were deeply dis- 
appointed, and must call upon the 
Home Office to state the views which 
the Department entertained as regarded 
the future. 

The hon. Member for Stoke had stated 
that it was foreign competition which 
prevented a standard being fixed, but 
Lord James of Hereford, at the 
conclusion of this inquiry, actually 


declared that we had to learn from the | 


foreigner the best methods to be employed. 
His Lordship also said— 


‘“‘T will offer to them, if I can, a little induce- 
ment to do so. I will recommend the Home 
Office to consider whether a rule cannot be 
framed and added to these rules that upon 


application made showing that the lead used in | 
their factory has been reduced to such a small | 
quantity that the standard of solubility is very | 
low, say below 2 per cent., the Home Office | 


will exempt such factories from the operation 
of any rule that may be thought to press 


hardly upon them. .... If the employers | 
can reduce the lead used to a low test of | 


solubility, then the object of the rules can be 
taken away if the Home Office think it right to 


relieve such factories from their effect. It would | 


be a prize factory under such circumstances, 
and it would be a mark that they had carried 
into effect the purposes for which all these 
rules had been framed.” 


Personally he regretted that Lord James 
of Hereford, holding the views the had 
expressed, failed to sanction the Home 
Office rules, but he, at all events, made 
the very definite proposal that such 
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a ridiculous | 


interrogated on that point, the Home 
Secretary stated that a difficulty had 
‘arisen and that matter could only be 
done by agreement. 

The question he now desired to 
put to the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite was whether it was still pos- 
sible for him to frame and press upon the 
manufacturers such a rule as that of 
which Lord James of Hereford so 
strongly approved. The Home Office 
evidently desired an agreement on the 
basis suggested by his Lordship, and he 
was not without hope that such a rule 
was possible by which an inducement 
would be offered to manufacturers to 
juse glazes of low solubility. Many 
manufacturers did at present use such 
glazes, and if a universal standard was 
impossible at present, at all events this 
| prize system might be introduced. The 
net result of the arbitration was that 
they had no standard. For years the 
Home Office had declared that a 
standard was to be laid down, but that 
j}end had not been achieved. The 
/manufacturers themselves admitted that 
things could not remain where they 
| were. At a number of manufacturers’ 
dinners the manufacturers had been told 
by their leading men that they must 
put their house in order. At the 
Burslem dinner Mr. Heath, the 
President of the North Staffordshire 
Chamber of Commerce, said that— 


‘There was some levelling up to be done 
among manufacturers. Those who had not the 
facilities for resisting the evil should be brought 
up to the standard of the better manufacturers.” 


That was an opinion which those who 
raised this matter in the House— 
although they were looked upon as the 
enemies of the trade—desired to endorse 
|and enforce. There had been un- 
| fortunate exceptions at these dinners, 
one of which was actually a certifying 
surgeon appointed by the Home Office— 
Dr. Folker—who went out of his way to 
make a ferocious attack on the proposals 
of the Office under which he served. 
He desired to know whether there was 
any chance of obtaining this rule, and, 


B 
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generally, what further stepsthe overn-| battle at the arbitration was fought over 


ment were going to take. 


Government were actively pursuing in- | 


vestigations on the question of the 
actual prohibition of the use of lead 


| 


and the adoption of a low standard. | 


A large number of 
in France used no lead at. all, 
the Labour Department 
preparing an official list of such 
French potters. That was a step in the 
same direction as the proposal of Lord 
James of Hereford. It had to be remem- 
bered that in France they had very 
stringent powers in regard to dangerous 
trades—as strong for adult men as for 


and 


there were | 


manufacturers | 


/against the Home Office. 


The French | this Rule 2 and Rule 1, and in the 


result, Lord James of Hereford was 
obliged to give his decision practically 
It was true 
the arbitration had been suspended for 
eighteen months, but the right hon. 
Baronet was very sanguine if he 
imagined it would be resumed at the end 


of that period. In the article to which he 


women and young people—and the head | 


of the Labour Department had declared 
that, in his opinion, substitutes must be 
found forall dangerous ingredients. In 
view of the resumption of the arbitration 
eighteen months hence, were the Govern- 
ment preparing commercial evidence from 
all parts of the world?) Whether or not 
he divided the Committee would depend 


on the course of the debate and the | T 


answers he received from the Home 
Secretary, but for the purpose of keeping 


the discussion to the matter under con- | 


sideration, he moved to reduce the Vote 
by £100. 


Motion made. and Question proposed, 
“That the Item, Class II., Vote 4, for 
the Home Office, be reduced by £100.” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


MR. 
was a 


(4.44.) 


matter very serious 


had already referred, Zhe Times stated— 


**The rule lays down the maximum amount 
of soluble lead which a glaze may contain. In 
other words, it prescribes the materials which 
a manufacturer 1s to use, and ties him down to 
a chemical formula. This is an innovation of 
the most sweeping and drastic character, which 
bas no parallel. The selection of the pottery 
industry for such an experiment in Government 
control is quite inexplicable by the light of 
overt facts, whether we look to the nature of the 
trade, or the extent of the evil to be remedied. 
It could be justified only on the ground of great 
and practical difficulties and objections. It has 
been shown that there is no such urgency, 
and the practical difficulties are so great that 
the whole of the manufacturers have united 
in resisting the regulations to the uttermost. 
heir case is not that it will cause them trouble 
and expense, or even that it will injure the 
prosperity of the trade, but that it is totally 
impracticable ; they cannot conform to it and 
carry on business at all. This is not the atti- 
tude of a section, or of the owners of small and 
ill-equipped works. It represents the deliber- 
ate conviction of the whole of the trade, 
including the largest, the most scientific, and 
the most famous firms, the owners of model 
works, and those who have been foremost in 


| attempts to render lead innocuous, or do away 
| with its use altogether.” 


COGHILL | said this 


one as. 


far as the china and earthenware trades | 


of the country were concerned. In an 
article in The Times of 24th September 


last, it was pointed out that a crisis had | 


arisen in the trade. 


The arbitration to. 


which reference had been made resulted | 
in the practical defeat of the Home | 


Office, and the breakdown of the case | 


they presented. Twenty-two rules were 
put 


forward by the Home Office, in| 


regard to nineteen of which there was | 
no difficulty whatever. One rule, with other trades had 1,009—four times as 
regard to suspension, was objected to by | many; in 1900, the numbers were 200 
the workmen ; of the other two which | as against 1,057, and last year the 
applied to the manufacturers, one re-| numbers for the potters were still lower, 
ferred to “‘fritting,” but the great | being 106, while the numbers for other 
struggle took place over the rule in which | trades were nine times as many, or 926. 
the Home Office tried to fix the limit of | The change had been brought about by 


solubility at two per cent. 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


That was the view taken by The Times 
before the arbitration came on. 


Under the rule of 1898 there 
had been a most gratifying redue- 
tion in the number of cases of 
lead poisoning. In 1897 there were 
469 cases in the potters, and 745 


in other trades in the country. In 1898 
the numbers were 463 for the potters, 
and twice as many—954—for the other 
trades; but the Home Office did not 
propose to bring forward any legislation 
with regard to the latter. In 1899 the 
cases in the potters fell to 249, while the 





The real | the rules and by the power of suspension 
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which the right hon. Gentleman the |case for the Home Office, he thought 
Member for the Forest of Dean objected | there was no case made out against the 

, and everybody was agreed that it had | manufacturers, and he was sorry that 
been the greatest possible benefit. Not| more witnesses were not called on the 
only had the number of cases decreased, part of the manufacturers, because their 
but their serious character had also | case would have been made stronger had 
decreased and they had not been nearly | this course been adopted. There was one 
so severe. In the year 1899 there were|important witness, Dr. McAldowie, 
sixteen fatal cases; in 1900, eight; and | whose position upon this question was 
last year they dropped to five. There | unique, for he had been 25 years in Staf- 
were 46,000 people engaged in this trade, fordshire, and he was the senior physician 








and 4,700 were employed in lead processes. | 
The Committee would see at once that 
five deaths amongst that number was 
not a very large amount. He should 
only be too glad if that number could be | 
further reduced. 

The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean Division 
had called attention to the fact that the | 
Home Office did not call some very 
important witnesses before Lord James. | 
He knew that the Home Secretary 
spared no trouble to get witnesses for | 
that inquiry, and he ransacked Europe to 
get a case against British manufacturers, 
and even then he did not succeed. The 
only material witnesses were Dr. Wilkins, 
of the firm of Villeroy & Boch, of Dresden, 
and Mr. Almstrém, of the Rorstrand 
Works, Stockholm, and even these 
witnesses would not come up to the! 
point which the Home Secretary wanted, 
for neither of them would say that two 
pr cent. was the amount which the. 
manufacturers could use. Mr. Almstrém | 
aid that so far from two per cent. being | 
the limit, he thought that they could not | 
work under four per cent.; that was | 
double the amount which the Home| 
Secretary proposed. It seemed to him 
a most singular thing that, after al] the 
forts of the Home Office, they were 
unable to get a single British manufac- 
turer to go into the box before Lord 
James and say that two per cent. was a 
proper limit of solubility. There was not 
one single British manufacturer brought 
ior or against, and of the only two foreign 
manufacturers who came forward—one a 
German and the other a Swede—both 
uid that two per cent. was practically 
impossible. He was present at the ar- 
bitration before Lord James, and he 
heard all that was said, and he believed 
that he was the only Member of 
the House who was present during the 
whole proceedings. At the end of the 





in the North Staffordshire Infirmary. 


If anybody knew anything about lead 


poisoning, it was he. He asked the 
Home Secretary some time ago to publish 
Dr. McAldowie’s evidence, but he replied 
that as this witness was not cross- 
examined, he should not do so. He felt 
perfectly certain that if Dr. McAldowie 
had been cross-examined, his evidence 
would not have been materially altered. 
During 1891 Dr. McAldowie stated that 
in the ten years from 1891 to 1900, in 
North Staffordshire Infirmary, there were 
19,505 cases, and out of that total there 
were only 213 lead cases, and six deaths. 
From those figures it would be seen that 
lead poisoning in the potteries was not 
quite so bad as had been made out. There 
were 91,748 out-patients in the same 
period, and only 353 lead cases, and no 
deaths. Between 1890 and 1894, in his 
club practice, there were 13,187 cases, and 
only sixty-six were suffering from lead 
poisoning. Dr. McAldowie said that lead 
poisoning was an exceedingly curable 
malady, and very rarely fatal, and that 
it was essentially a curable malady. He 
further said that he looked upon every 
death in his district, among males at any 
rate, as being a case of wilful self-sacrifice. 
If the symptoms of lead poisoning were 
neglected, and if a person went on work- 
ing after the symptoms had appeared, 
it was really a case of almost suicide on 
the part of the workers. He further 
stated that lead taken in small quantities 
was much more difficult to trace, and 
generally gave worse results than lead 
taken in large quantities. Dr. McAldowie 
said— 


‘* From a medical point of view the proposed 
extreme reduction in solubility may be fraught 
with grave danger to the operatives. 


‘* Where there is prolonged and continuous 
exposure to the action of lead, its toxic effects 
are aggravated rather than minimised by minute 
doses.” 
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Therefore, as far as the medical evidence 
went, it showed that the right hon. 
Gentleman was entirely wrong in this 
2 per cent. maximum which he sought to 
establish. 

With regard to the result (of the 
arbitration, the Standard said— 


‘* The arbitration has just taken’ place, with 
Lord James as umpire, and has resulted in the 
complete breakdown of the Home Office case. 
It is for the Home Office to consider very 
seriously the humiliating position in which it 
has been placed by the fiasco at Stoke-on Trent.” 


The Times correspondent said— 


‘«The rules are suspended indefinitely. 
rounds on which this discussion was based are 
jack of urgency and risk of injuring the industry. 
In other words, lead poisoning has diminished 
so rapidly and progressively, that there is no 
present need for further interference ; and the 
proposed restrictions could not be carried out 
without endangering the prosperity of the trade. 
In short, they are unnecessary and imprac- 
ticable. 

“This is a striking conclusion, but the most 
remarkable thing is that it was reached without 
calling on the manufacturers for the greater 
part of their evidence. In effect, the case for 
the proposed rules broke down, and it is clear 
that the Home Office has been badly advised 
in bringing them forward. 


“Tt is difficult to understand how a respon- 
sible Government Department came to put 
forward a case Which has crumbled to pieces so 

itifully on being ecnfronted with a few facts. 
There was ground for introducing reforms in 
1898. At present, there is no case for further 
restrictions, and there never was aay for the 
measures just set aside. There was no demand 
for them,save froma small knot of philanthropic 
rsons. But even they were not responsible 
or the actual measures which it was sought to 
impose upon the industry with what appears 
to be inexplicable levity.” 
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Those were the words of The Times 
newspaper in commenting upon this 
arbitration. 

With regard to leadless glazes, the test 
was the oven. The manufacturers could 
not get a standard composition upon 
which they could rely, for the same 
material might one day give 1 per cent. 
and another day 5 per cent. of lead. 

The figures he had put before the House, 
he contended, proved that there was no 
case for these rules. He pointed out that 
the rules were forced on the trade. 
person who knew anything of the matter 


said there was no ground whatever for | 


the rules. He wished to remind the 
Committee that when the rules were 
brought before the arbitrators they were 
bolstered up by foreign witnesses, while 
there was an utter absence of British 


Mr. Coghill. 
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| witnesses. He submitted that in view of 
the complete breakdown of the Home 
Office in this matter, it was the opinion 
of the most impartial observers that the 
least thing the Home Secretary could do 
was to relieve the manufacturers of the 
payment of their costs in connection with 
the inquiry. He held most strongly also 
that he ought, in fairness to the manu- 
facturers, to publish the evidence of Dr. 
McAldowie. The statements of Dr. Thorpe 
and Dr. Oliver had been published broad- 
cast to the world. All the reckless and 
exaggerated statements were in possession 
of everybody, and the Home Secretary 
ought to allow the manufacturers’ case 
to go forth to the world as stated by Dr. 
McAldowie, who had had such a long 
experience in this district. 


The hon. Member urged that the right 
to demand arbitration should be given 
back to the manufacturers, who otherwise 
would have practically no defence at all 
against the Home Office. Up to last Session 
they had the right to arbitration if they 
chose to call for it, but now the Home 


| Office would be able to grant an inquiry 


or not, as they saw fit. The Home Office 
would never grant an inquiry ; in this case 
they had pressed the rules on the manu- 
facturers as strongly as they possibly 
could. After what had happened he did not 
think the manufacturers would feel the 
slightest confidence in the administration 
by the permanent staff of the Home Office. 
He ventured to say that the Permanent 
Under Secretary, Sir Kenelm Digby, 
should be transferred to another Depart- 
ment. He did not seem to have the 
necessary knowledge of the world, and 
especially the commercial world, to entitle 
him to occupy that position. If he was 
left there, the manufacturers would feel 
that they were placed in a position of 
very great difficulty. He was aware that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary was not responsible for this 
appointment. It was made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife, who would, no doubt, take part in 
, the debate later on. He was astonished 
that the right hon. Gentleman, when he 
addressed a meeting at Hanley some 
time ago, did not, from the beginning to 
the end of his speech, at least so far as 
the report went, refer to the question of 
lead poisoning. Why not? Hanley was 
in the centre of the pottery district. If 
the position he himself had taken up on 
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this question was false, the right hon. | 
Gentleman had then an opportunity of | 
showing how much greater and truer a | 
friend he was not only of the manufac- | 
turers but also of the workpeople. These | 


special rules subjected the trade to the 
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the case break down? He thought 
it broke down almost entirely on 
account of the figures which had been 
presented to Parliament. These figures, 
as the hon. Member said were very 
remarkable. He did not want to 


greatest danger, and it was for the Home | suggest that the figures were not true 
Office to very seriously consider, as stated |in point of fact, but he did say that, 


by the Standard, the humiliating position | 


in which they had been placed by the 
fiasco at Stoke-upon-Trent. 


(5.8.) Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) | 


sid the hon. Member for Stoke- 
upon-Trent had told the Committee 
that in his judgment, and _ that 


of his pet doctor, it was better for the 
unfortunate people engaged in the 
potteries, whose case they had been 
accustomed to plead, that they should 


imbibe not small doses of lead, but | 


larger quantities. He also stated that 
the Home Secretary had scoured Europe 
for witnesses. The right hon. Gentle- 
man did bring two witnesses from the 
Continent, but it was to improve the 
manufactures and also to improve the 
condition of the people employed. The 
hon. Member for Stoke-upon-Trent 
expressed his surprise that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife, in speaking at Hanley, should have 
found any more interesting or enthral- 
ling matter to deal with than the hon. 
Member for Stoke-upon-Trent. The 
hon. Member had, in the strongest and 


most forcible manner, brought charges | 


against the Permanent Under Secretary 
of the Home Department. It was not 
his business to defend Sir Kenelm Digby, 
but he knew of no more high-minded 
or thorough civil servant, and no one 
more capable of discharging his duties 
to the satisfaction both of the Home 
Office and of this House. There had 
existed in the potteries in the past, as 
he thought everybody would admit, a 
condition of things which amounted to 
a scandal, but now, according to the 
Papers issued to Parliament, there was 
an extraordinary diminution in the 
number of cases of poisoning. All were 
agreed that the rules of 1898 were 
good so far as they went, but they did 
not go so far as he and some of his hon. 
friends desired. These rules did pro- 
duce a substantial improvement. Then 


| pursuit for their daily bread. 


supposing they were absolutely correct, 
at each successive step taken in trying to 
safeguard the lives of the people in the 
potteries exactly the same objections had 
been urged. 

It was said that trade would be 
interfered with in such a gross manner 
as to drive it out of the country. He 
would read a few words from a journal 
which he understood was a manufac- 
turers’ organ. The Brick and Pottery 
Trades Journal for December 1901, said— 


‘Right here we would call attention to and 
emphasise the fact, which has been entirely 


' overlooked by all who have recently discussed 


and commented on these proposed rules and 
arbitration, that these 1898 rules, ‘which have 
enormously reduced the evil,’ were entirely the 
outcome of the pressure of public opinion on the 
dangers from which the pottery workers suffered, 
which opinion so influenced the Home Office 
that fresh rules were drafted. ‘These rules, 
too, were the subject of arbitration, the out- 
come of which was the 1898 Code, which has 
admittedly been of such enormous service. 
Yet the gist of these very rules was, and is, 
merely the compulsory introduction of fans 
for exhausting the dust and vapours, if any, 
arising in the course of the work; the 
introduction of greater and better lavatory 
accommodation, the wearing of overalls, and 
sinilar simple and obvious necessaries for the 
compulsory ‘greater care and cleanliness all 
round.’ ” 


The Journal went on to say that— 
‘““The inference to be drawn from all this 


| would appear to be that, until driven by the 


force of public opinion, acting through the 
Home Office, our pottery manufacturers have 
been contented to continue on the old jog-trot, 
rule of thumb, hap-hazard lines of the past, 
which have unquestionably brought much misery 
and many deaths to pottery werkers, who have 
themselves been largely to blame, and in many 
cases are so still, for their negligence of their 
own health, the outcome of indifference to 
danger, that ‘familiarity which breeds con- 
tempt’ for the risk they have run in their 
It is perfectly 
certain that the old, deplorable state of affairs 
will not, and could not, continue, and if the 
arbitrations of 1898 and 1901 have done, and in 
the future do, no more than reduce the numb-r 
of the reported cases by 77 per cent., the 
‘ unnecessary interference’ by the Home Office 


' will surely have been abundantly justified.” 
‘If all that was correct, surely there was 


came the arbitration of 1901. Why did | a very strong case indeed. 
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He should like to quote a few sentences | always running, and that the girl some 


from Lord James of Hereford in the 
recent arbitration. On p. 65 of the short- 
hand notes he asked why— 


‘* Tf this mortality happened before 1898, did 
not the employers make these wasting con- 
veniences and provide these simple remedies 
before waiting for a Home Office rule? No 
doubt some of them did, but why did the 


others not take these very simple steps them- 
selves?” 


And Lord James went on to say— 


‘* Tf all these sanitary arrangements made all | 


this difference in the number of cases of 
plumbism, it seems strange that so many people 


should stand by and not take the simple remedy | 


into their hands, instead of waiting for a 
rule.” 


He would leave that part of the question | 


and come to another. He did wish to 
blame the Home Office for the case hav- 
ing broken down. 
to the production of those figures, and 


partly owing to the foreign experts who | 


did not understand English. Some of the 
questions were ambiguously answered 
because they did not understand them. 
He had said that the case had mainly 


broken down owing to the figures show- | 


inga great diminution of the cases. 
But were these figures accurate ? 


had brought before the Committee two 
very doubtful cases as to whether or not 
a patient who succumbed had died from 
lead poisoning. He held in his hand 
another case —that of a girl named 
Nipon, aged sixteen, who died. After 
her death there was an inquest, and the 
verdict was that she died a natural death. 
It was not for him to say that that 
verdict was wrong; but he did say that 
there was sufficient doubt about it to 
make it really quite worth while to in- 
vestigate more closely than in the past 
such cases. He suggested that at all 
these inquests on the death of workers 
a shorthand reporter should be present 
to take notes, so that the coroner should 
be absolutely satisfied in his own mind 
as to the facts. He was afraid that there 
was very grave doubt in this case. It 
had been stated definitely that the pro- 
cess in which the girl was engaged was 
not dangerous ; but he could say that she 
was employed in a room next to the 
painters, where there was a considerable 
amount of dust, that the pans were not 
Mr. Tennant. 


It was greatly owing | 


He } 
hoped they might be; but his right hon. | 
friend the Member forthe Forest of Dean | 


times’gave assistance to the painters, and 

helped to clean up their room. He 
| thought that might be made out to bea 
fair case where the girl had been poisoned 
| with lead. 


| He would just like to be allowed 
|to wind up with one other quota- 


|tion from Lord James of Hereford. In 


|a remarkable speech which he made at 


| the close of the inquiry, his Lordship 
| said— 

‘*T appeal to the employers first in their own 
| interest, because they must look forward to the 
| dealing with this rule in some eighteen months 
time, to do their very best to lessen this evil, 
but I would also make the appeal from a higher 
| motive, and I would ask them to do their best, 
each to the best of his power, to make the world 
around them a better world, and to make the 
condition of the operatives a better one than it 
has been.” 

He was sure that that was the wish of 
all of them, and he asked the Committee 
to accept the remarks he had made in 
that spirit and in that regard. 


(5.22.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E): 

I have such complete confidence in 
the impartiality, as well as in the 
ability and humanity, of my noble friend 
Lord James, that I should not dream for 
a moment of impeaching, or even of 
adversely criticising, his decision in this 
‘case. I am perfectly certain that he 
heard the whole of the evidence with a 

fair and open mind, without any pre- 

disposition whatever, and there is no man 
| in England whose judgment on a question 
of this kind ought to be accepted more 

implicitly by the House of Commons. | 
am not in the least degree suggesting 

that the arbitration ought to have ter- 

minated in any different way ; but when 

it is claimed, as I understand it is claimed 

by the hon. Gentleman opposite, that the 

result of the arbitration was practically a 
condemnation of the proceedings of the 

Home Office, I must point out that it 

does not in the least bear out that inter- 

pretation. Lord James held, it is true, 

that a case had not, for the moment, 

_ been made out for the Home Office rules, 
and headjourned the consideration of the 

| matter for a further eighteen months. 
But he did so in language which showed 

clearly that, in his own mind, the state of 

affairs was very far from satisfactory, and 

that there was considerable room for im- 

| provement in the protection of the health 
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and lives of the workers. Lord James 
made a most weighty appeal, one which I 
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| adversely influenced, or influenced preju- 
'dicially, by the prepossessions of Sir 


do not doubt will receive the consider-| Kenelm Digby or anybody else, is, to 


ation it deserves from the manufacturers 


|my mind, a wholly unfounded imputa- 


to—I will not use sycha strong expression | tion. I speak somewhat warmly on the 


as to say they should set their house in 
order—but to take such steps as would 
render it unnecessary for any further 
legal restrictions to be imposed on the in- 
dustry. I have known the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, the Member for Stoke, as a 
consistent opponent of any attempt, by 
special rules or otherwise, to mitigate 
these evils. He has always told us that 
these evils were grossly exaggerated, or, 
at any rate, that we should trust to the 
operation of public opinion for their cure. 

There is only one other point on which 
I wish to make a comment. The hon. 
Member for Stoke thought it seemly and 


is no rule better established for the con- 
duct of Parliamentary debate, and none 
which is more essential to the due con- 
duct of administration, than that the per- 
manent officials of Government Depart- 
ments should not be brought into Parlia- 
mentary debate. The persons who are 
responsible for the action of Departments 
are the Parliamentary heads of those 
Departments. They rely, and they rely 
with confidence, upon the devoted and self- 
sacrificing assistance which they can 
always command from those who are in 
the permanent service of the State ; and 
I am perfectly certain I am only antici- 
pating what the Home Secretary is 
prepared to say when I say that the 
right hon. Gentleman takes upon himself 
the sole responsibility, so far as this 
House and the public are concerned, for 
anything that is done in the Office over 
which he presides. But since the hon. 
Gentleman thought it right to transgress 
that well-established rule of Parliamen- 
tary debate, I must say, as I was responsible 
for the appointment of Sir Kenelm 
Digby, who has been for eight or nine 
years at the Home Office, that, in my 
judgment, not only was the appointment 
completely justified by subsequent ex- 
perience, but the public service has 
rarely had a more competent, impartial, 
open-minded, and assiduous official than 
Sir Kenelm Digby has proved himself to 
be. To suggest that the rules or any 
Department of the Home Office were 


| point, not merely on personal grounds, 
but because I think that the example of 
the hon. Gentleman opposite, if it were 
generally followed, 
destructive of the Parliamentary respon- 
sibility of Ministers of the Crown. 
| not think that, on the whole, the Home 


would be really 
I do 


| Secretary can complain that this discus- 
| sion has been broughton. This continues, 
,and must continue, to be a most serious 
_and urgent problem; and I trust that, 
' notwithstanding the failure of the arbi- 
tration, the House will not relax the 
vigilance with which it has watched the 


| progress of affairs in the pottery industry. 


’ 


right to make an atttack on one of the} 
permanent officials of, the Crown. There 


*(5.27.) Tus SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
| Rircuie, Croydon): I am the last person 
to complain that this matter has come 
under discussion, having regard to its 
great importance. [| am sure that the 
Home Office, and those who represent the 
Home Office, would not be doing their 
duty if they did not take advantage of 
every opportunity of endeavouring to 
reduce, as far as possible, to a minimum 
the casualties that occur, not only in this 
particular trade, but in all other dan- 
gerous trades throughout the country. 
But I entirely agree that, while that is a 
paramount duty of the Home Office, it 
is also their paramount duty to see that 
they do not unnecessarily interfere with 
any particular trade or undertaking. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member 
‘for the Forest of Dean, who commenced 
the debate, referred to what at the first 
| glance appeared to me to be a triviality. 
He objected to our keeping alive the provi- 
‘sions of a law which had been superseded, 
but the Government had no option, and 
‘they would have been severely blamed 
by the right hon. Gentleman and those 
associated with him if they had waited 
for some fresh legislation, which it had 
been impossible to say whether they 
could pass or not last session. It is some- 
‘what remarkable that we were able to 
pass so large a measure as that last 
‘session, and I should not have been 
content to take no action at all, until 
there had been fresh legislation. That 
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being so, it is clear that we cannot now | 
be asked fairly, as the right hon. Gentle- | 
man rather hinted we might be, to putin | 
force the new law when the proceedings | 
were commenced under the old law. | 
This particular case, therefore, must be | 
dealt with undertheold law. According | 
to my hon. friend the Member for Stoke, | 
there was really no necessity atall for us | 
to take any action in the matter, and | 
we took steps which were wholly unneces- | 
sary. His reason for saying this was that | 
the results which followed the special rules | 
of 1898 were so good, and showed such a 
continuous decrease in mortality, that | 
they might have been left to operate 
without any further steps. I must re- 
mind my hon. friend—and | am sure all 
acquainted with the particulars of the 
1898 rules will agree with me—that 
these rules only dealt with one block, so 
to speak, of the subject, and that it was 
quite understood, and was, indeed, part 
of the arrangement, that, so far as the 
chemical question was concerned, that 
remained to be considered and inquired 
into. That was understood when the 
rules of 1898 were framed. The question 
was put into the hands of a very 
eminent man, Dr. Thorpe, for investi- 
gation, with whom was associated 
another eminent man. Dr. Thorpe 
and his colleague, after a full inquiry, 
made a report to the effect that the 
percentage of solubility in lead glazes 
might be reduced to two. After that 
there was a considerable amount of 
negotiation between the Home Office 
and the manufacturers with a view to 
arriving at some understanding. With 
regard to a great number of the 
rules an understanding had _ been 
arrived at, and it was thought possible, 
even probable, that an understanding 
might be arrived at in connection 
with this question also. That expec- 
tation was not realised. What was 
then to be done? By the existing law a 
means was provided for settling any 
differences between the Home Office and 
the manufacturers. Was the Home 
Secretary to take on himself the re- 
sponsibility of disregarding the chemists | 
to whom this matter had been referred, | 
and accept the proposal of the manu- | 
facturers when a tribunal had been set | 
up by Parliament for deciding the ques- | 
tion? When I came to the Home Office, 
Mr. Ritchie. 
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negotiations had been going on for some 
time, and I thought it desirable, and in- 
deed necessary, that they should be 
brought toa point, and the only way in 
which it seemed to me%hat could be done 
was to put the law in force, and refer 
the difference to arbitration. My hon, 
friend the Member for Stoke says that 
the Home Office case broke down. 


Mr. COGHILL: What I blamed the 
right hon. Gentleman for was not for 
relying on the chemists, but for relying 
on them without securing the support 
of commercial opinion. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I took the best ad- 
vice I could. I went myself very care- 
fully into the matter, and came to the 
conclusion that I would not be justified 
in accepting the proposal of the manu- 
facturers. Indeed, as my hon. friend 
rightly says, they did not make any 
proposal at all, although I understand 
that they were inclined to accept 5 per 
cent. But I could not take on myself 
the responsibility of deciding in favour 
of this suggestion on behalf of the 
manufacturers, when means provided 
by Act of Parliament were open to 
decide the question. I decided that 
the matter should be referred to arbi- 
tration. 

My hon. friend says the case of 
the Home Office broke down. It 
did not break down as a whole, because 
a considerable number of the special 
rules proposed were practically agreed 
to, and the only thing which did 
in any sense break down was the 
degree of solubility proposed. I am 
bound to say that the opinion of Dr. 
Thorpe did not stand the test applied to 
it, and I am perfectly willing to admit 


'that a practical case for Dr. Thorpe’s 
| percentage of solubility was not made 


out. But the whole case did not 
break down. Even as far as_ the 
degree of solubility was concerned, Lord 
James uttered some very weighty words 


‘to this effect — that the manufacturers 


could undoubtedly, if they chose, greatly 
reduce the perils now existing in con- 
nection with these glazes, and he 
adjourned a decision on the question for 
eighteen months, with the expressed idea 
that during that period the manufacturers 
would exert their powers to the utmost 
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with a view to seeing what’could be done | Dean says that we ought to have called 
in that way, and that the matter at the | more witnesses. 
end of eighteen months would be recon- 
sidered. Therefore, I do not think my | Smr CHARLES DILKE: More British 
hon. friend is right in saying that our | witnesses. 
case broke down. The point in our | 
case which was not established was | *Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend 
adjourned, and will be reconsidered | asked why we did not call more British 
at the end of eighteen months. manufacturers who we alleged were 
My hon. friend also says that the | using glaze of low solubility. It is un- 
fact that the case was not made out | doubtedly a fact that there are manu- 
by the Home Office shows that the law as | facturers who use leadless glaze altogether 
it existed before last session, enabling | and some who use glaze with a low 
arbitration, was very much better than | percentage of solubility ; but when we 
the new law abolishing arbitration, and approached these gentlemen with a desire 
he went on to say that it was really very that they should give evidence we found 
much against the wish of the Home Office ourselves in some difficulty. They were 
that there was any arbitration at all. I all associated together in defence of the 
can assure my hon. friend he is mistaken | case set up by the manufacturers ; 
in thinking that the manufacturers will they had all, I should ‘imagine, sub- 
not be given as good facilities under the scribed to the fund, and the Com- 
new law as they had under the old law, mittee will readily see that it was indeed 
and I am _ even convinced that in/ very difficult to get these gentlemen to 
some ways the new system will be | come forward and give evidence against 
more favourable to them than the old. their own case. 
My hon. friend says that under the 
new system the manufacturers will have Mr. COGHILL: I do not know the 
no protection against the Home Office. the names of such firms. 
If the new system had existed, I should 
have considered it my imperative duty to *\R, RITCHIE: I daresay my hon. 
hold a full public enquiry into the pro- friend does not. I do not suppose he 
posal made to us by the chemists, and I tried to find out. Then the right hon. 
would not myself have consented to Gentleman opposite alleges that our 
settling any rule imposing any obligation counsel were not briefed in time. That 
on the manufacturers until a full public is hardly fair. Mr. Sutton, as the right 
opportunity had been given to them to hon. Gentleman knows, is the counsel 
state their case. Therefore I say that who really held the labouring oar in the 
under the new law the manufacturers wil! matter. He was very successful alone on 
have even greater protection than they | former occasions, amd was in communica- 
had under the old law, and I cannot tion with the Home Office constantly for 
agree with my hon. friend that the case two years. He was thoroughly saturated 
we are now discussing inany way justifies with the whole case, and as far as he was 
any proposal to revert to that of the old concernedtheright hon. Gentlemancannot 
law. My hon. friend says that we ran- complain that he was not sufficiently 
sacked Europe in order to find witnesses charged with all the details. We did not 
to bolster up our case, but the right hon. contemplate the necessity for further 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of counsel until lateron in the proceedings, 
Dean says we strangely neglected our | and it was not because we thought that 
duty by not bringing more witnesses to Mr. Sutton would not have been able to 
support our case, and I think that one put the Home Office case thoroughly 
assertion is probably an answer to the beforethe arbitrators, that it was thought 
other. /necessary to bring in further counsel. 
‘But when such formidable counsel as 
Mr. COGHILL: Why were not more the hon. Member for Launceston was 
British manufacturers called ? brought into the field by the manu- 
; |facturers, we thought it desirable that 
*Mr. RITCHIE: The right hon. Gen- | we too should bring i in counsel of similar 


tleman the Member for the Forest of | standing who would be able to meet the 
| 
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hon. Gentleman and therefore, we asked | capacity cannot be exceeded, and | 


the hon. Member for the Stretford 
Division to take a brief in the case. 
The right hon. Baronet, speaking about 
the arbitration, said that Lord James, al- 
though he was unable to agree with the 
Home Office expert in the matter of solu- 
bility, suggested that there should be some 
inducement offered to manufacturers to 
place themselves on a golden list. 
I say that, whatever may be thought by 


‘can only say I 


look forward with 


regret to the time when it will be neces- 


sary for that gentleman to dissociate him- 


self from the public service. But apart 
from that personal matter, I regret that 


my hon. friend the Member for Stoke 


| should have thought it necessary to take 
the responsibility off the right shoulders, 


May | 
| permanent public official. 


one party or the other of the decision of | 


Lord James, all of us recognise that he 
has, in this case, as in many others, 
performed a very important 
service; that he has the complete 
confidence of all parties, and that he has 
dealt with the matter with the utmost 
impartiality. 
he gave, made certain suggestions towards 
offering inducements to manufacturers to 


and attempt to putit on the shoulders of a 
Sir Kenelm 
Digby is not responsible in this matter. 
I am responsible, and I should be very 


sorry indeed if any Member of the House 
public | 


of Commons should follow the example 
set by my hon. friend and endeavour to 


cast responsibility on permanent officials 


Lord James in the decision | 


do certain things that were desirable, and | 


I am glad to be able to say those sugges- 


of the proposed rules, and I shall be glad | 


to furnish the right hon. Gentleman with 
a copy of them. They have been agreed 
to, and submitted to Lord James, and 
have received his assent, and we propose 
to circulate them among the manufac- 
turers, with an expression of our opinion, 
and we hope advantage will be taken of 
them. I hope they will be productive of 
much good, and that a great many 
manufacturers may apply to be entered 
on the golden list. 

There is only one other matter to 
which 
position of Sir Kenelm Digby. In 
my opinion, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife, in the many 


which ought to rest on a Minister in Par- 
liament. There is one other matter, and 
that is the question of assurance. I am 
glad to say that negotiations have been 
going on for some time with a view to 


| making some arrangement by which the 
tions have been acted upon. [havea copy | 


employees shall receive the benefit of 
assurance, and I hope they will soon be 
brought to a satisfactory conclusion. I 
have no doubt that a scheme will be 
drawn up by which employees will bene- 
fit in case they suffer. With regard to 
inquests, I am afraid I cannot undertake 
to send a shorthand writer to inquests. 
Coroners are always ready to supply the 
Home Office with all the Papers. If 
shorthand writers were sent down to 
inquests on supposed cases of lead poison- 


‘ing, there would be no end tothe demand 


I need refer, and that is the, 


public services he performed, never made , 


an appointment which has been more 
thoroughly justified. [ have been 
associated with many eminent public 
servants in different Departments, and 
it is the great glory of this country and of 
this House that whatever Department 
we may go to, we find high-minded, 
efficient, and able public servants. 
I have been associated with 


eminent | 


men at the Local Government Board | 
and the Board of Trade, but I can} 


say that in no Department have I ever 
been associated with a man more highly 


qualified to occupy his position than Sir | 


Kenelm Digby; his broad-minded and 
perfect impartiality and his businesslike 
Mr. Ritchie. 


that similar action should be taken with 
regard to other cases also. I hope, aiter the 
explanation I have given, the right hon. 
Gentleman will not think it necessary to 
divide the House. 


*Stmr CHARLES DILKE said that the 
answer Of the right hon. Gentleman had 
been very sympathetic in tone, an¢ he 
had made very definite promises with re- 
gard tothe new rules, to which Lord 
James attached so much importance in 
the arbitration. Under those circum- 
stances, he need not trouble the House to 
divide, and he therefore begged leave to 
withdraw his Motion. 


*Mr. COGHILL said with regard to the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
that he should not have put the blame 
upon the Permanent Under Secretary, 


he could only say that when an attack 
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was made ona trade which would have 
the effect of driving that trade out of the 
country, he would not allow himself to be 
frightened by any rules of the House out 
of referring to a permanent official when 
he thought it necessary. 
let the responsibility remain on the 
shoulders of the right hon. Gentleman. 
All he wished to say was, that if the 


course it did, the manufacturers would 
not have the slightest confidence in it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


(5.55.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL 
(Tyrone, 8.) said that yesterday 
he asked a Question as to the 
position assigned to the Moderator of 
the Presbyterian Church at Viceregal 
functions inIreland.+ In consequence of 
the unsatisfactory answer, he had given 
notice that he would raise the question 
on this Vote. He had, however, been 
informed that the question could not be 
raised in the House, as it affected the 
Royal Prerogative alone, and that being 
so, he did not propose to proceed with 
his Motion. 


* Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot allow that 
remark to pass without saying a few 
words. If the hon. Gentleman had 
raised this question, I should not have 
taken the responsibility of saying that it 
was a question of the Royal Prerogative, 
though I am bound to say I do not think 
it is a question which ought properly to 
be raised in Parliament. I do not wish 
to bring into this matter any question of 
Royal Prerogative at all. I wish it to be 
clearly understood that I do not intend 
to rest my objection on the point that 
the question is connected with the Royal 
Prerogative, and if the hon. Gentleman 
chooses to proceed with his Motion he 
can do so. But I do not think that it is 
a proper matter for discussion in this 
Committee, nor that it would be advanced 
by such discussion. I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman that the matter is under 
consideration. 


_ Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he only de- 
sired the question to be dealt with, and 
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if the right hon. Gentleman said it was 
under consideration he would not occupy 
the time of the House. 


(6.0.) Mr. DILLON 
moved to _ reduce the 
respect of the salary of 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland. He said 
he was only giving expression to the 


(Mayo, E.) 
Vote by 


Home Office continued to pursue the | feeling of all the Members on the Irish 


Benches and the rest of the House when he 


| said they all deeply regretted the cause of 


the absence of the right. hon. Gentleman 


| from the House, and he was glad to under- 


stand from the Chancellor of theExchequer 
that an opportunity would be given to 
him, as soon as he was able to return, of 
replying to the criticisms on his action 
which would be made that evening. By the 
well-established custom of Parliament, 
the Vote for the salary of the Chief 
Secretary of Ireland was the Vote upon 
which could be raised the whole question 
of the administration of Ireland and the 
action of the Executive Government. At 
the outset he desired to call attention toa 
point which had been frequently referred 
to in the course of the last few years, a 
question of vital importance, and a 
question which constantly arose in con- 
nection with the government of Ireland. 
He thought it was nothing short of a 
public scandal that now, fora period of 
nearly eight years, no Cabinet Minister 
who was responsible for the government 
of Ireland had sat in this House during 
these debates. 


The policy being pursued by the 
Government was a question so large 
that it would be idle for him to 


attempt to deal with it in detail on the 
present occasion, and the complaints he 
proposed to make ranged themselves 
roughly under two heads. Under the 
first head came complaints with regard 
to that long-standing grievance of the 
Irish people, viz., the spirit and temper of 
officials, police, magistrates, and all 
concerned in the administration of the 
law in Ireland. That spirit and temper 
were the inevitable result of the continued 
attempt to govern the country in defiance 
and contempt of the opinion of the vast 
majority of the people. In the long run, 


that was an impossible task, and it had 
the inevitable consequence that, running 
through the official hierarchy, there was a 
spirit of hostility to the people, which 
generated an amount of irritation, some- 
times greater and sometimes less, but 
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always considerable, by which the difficulty | 


of governing the country was enormously | with and suppressing public meetings, 
increased. Under the second head came | 


and putting down liberty of speech 
the complaint with regard to the recent |in Ireland. Such a practice was there 


new departure of the Executive in reviving | fraught with peculiar danger. In a 
the Coercion Act of 1887. On the first | country where the Executive Govern- 
head he would be very brief, as the ment was entirely out of sympathy with 
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administration of the Executive was dealt 
with very fully in the debate on the 
Address. But anyone who had followed 
the course of events since then could not 
be surprised at Irish Nationalists desiring 
to bring the matter forward once more. 
On the general question of the spirit and 
temper of the police and magistrates they 
always had cause to complain, but 
recently, owing to the greater tension 
existing between the Executive Govern- 
ment and the people in consequence of the 
new coercion policy, that cause of com- 
plaint had greatly increased. 

He would give one or two recent in- 
stances of the general temper in which the 
police and the magistrates acted while ad- 
ministering the law. He held in his hand 
a letter from the hon. Member for East 
Galway describing what took place two 
days ago at Loughglynn, in Co. 
Roscommon, after the trial of two County 
Councillors under __ the Coercion 
Act. At the conclusion of the trial 
the defendants were followed up the 
street by the audience who had been 
listening to the proceedings, and by a 
small number of people from outside the 
Court House. They had not gone far 
before the police rushed after them, and, 
at the command of District Inspector 
Tyacke, drew a corden across the street, 
and ordered the people to retire. The 
people were perfectly peaceable, and there 
was no demonstration beyond a few 
cheers. The hon. Member for East 
Galway remonstrated with the inspector, 
but was told to mind his own business, 
and, in obedience to orders, and without 
the slightest shadow of excuse, the police 
then drew their batons and rushed upon 
the people. There was a constant danger 
in Irish public life that the people would 
be exasperated into retaliation, with con- 
sequent scenes of bloodshed and violence. 

He had given that instance becuuse it 
had arisen so recently, but one of infin- 
itely more importance was referred to in 
the debate on the Address, which the 
Attorney General on that occasion 


neither justified nor explained. It also | 
was an instance of the practice of the 


Mr. Dillon. 


the masses of the people, the right of 
public meeting was the only possible 
safety valve, and to take away that right 
was a crime of the deepest dye. The 
matter to which he referred was the well- 
known Kilmaine case. On October 28th 
last a meeting of the electors of South 
Mayo was held at Kilmaine, to be ad- 
dressed by their own Member, who was 
at present in Castlebar Gaol. It was not 
suggested that the meeting was illegal ; 
it was not proclaimed ; the people were 
permitted to assemble. Several speeches 
were made, but immediately the Member 
for the Division attempted to speak, the 
police jumped on to the platform and 
told him he would not be allowed to open 
his mouth. He refused to be silent, and 
was thereupon dragged off the platform, 
through the streets, to the lock-up. 
That was an extraordinary proceeding, 
even in the annals of police violence in 
Ireland. The question he desired to put to 
the Attorney General was, under what 
law were those proceedings carried out ? 
{The hon. Member then read the descrip- 
tion of the occurrence as given in a letter 
written by the hon. Member for East 
Clare and quoted during the debate on 
the Address.+] That case was referred 
to in full detail in the debate he had 
mentioned, but the Attorney General, 
who replied on that occasion, said not a 
single word of justification or explana- 
tion. 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.) reminded the hon. Member that on 
the occasion referred to he stated that 
on the Estimates there would be another 
opportunity of raising the question, and 
that he would refrain from replying 
until then. 


Mr. DILLON said there was a case at 
Loughglynn, on the De Freyne estate, 
quite recently, in which the same inter- 


‘ference with a peaceable and legal meet- 


ing took place. In that instance one of 





+ See (4) Debates, ci., 706. 
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the local leaders had been speaking for 
some time when the Police Inspector 


stopped him, and said he must not say 


anything further on a Party point, as his 
words might be interpreted as applying 
to a Mr. O’Connell. After some contro- 
versy, the speaker agreed to pass away 
from the subject, and the policeman 
withdrew, having exercised a censorship 
unparalleled in the history of the 
country. Under what law was that done, 
and how was the Attorney General pre- 
pared to defend such conduct ? They 
were accustomed to be called to order in 
the House if they strayed from the 
subject, but really it was somewhat novel 
that every district inspector of police 
was to set up as a kind of Chairman of 
Committees, to call Members of Par- 
liament to order, and to decide whether 
or not the language used was proper or 
allowable. It would be impossible for 
him to exaggerate the responsibility of 
the Irish Government in this connection. 
Lord Cowper spoke of driving Irish dis- 
content under the surface. It ought to 
be the business of every man who had any 
sense of responsibility to see that discon- 
tent should not be driven under the 
surface. It would be utterly impossible 
to exaggerate the danger and unwisdom 
and wickedness of unnecessarily and 


violently interfering with the right of | 
public meeting in Ireland, and above all, 


without due notice by proclamation, be- 
cause who could tell at what moment a 
violent collision might take place between 
the police and the people!—and surely any 
man who had given attention to the sub- 
ject would know upon whose head to lay 
responsibility for any such thing that 
might take place. When he went to 
address his constituency during the 
General Election at Foxford, in Co. Mayo, 
350 police were marched in, and, though 
he got twelve hours notice, the motives 
and the provocative character of the 
police and the absurd display were such as 
were never witnessed before. When he 
approached the town he found police 
holding the bridge across the river Moy, 
as if they were holding some position in 
South Africa, and. he was obliged, in 


order to reach this polling town of his | 


own constituency, to take a circuitous 
course of about seven miles, and come in 
at the back of this great army, and then 
when he got in and attempted to address 
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his constituents, although there was not 
the slightest pretence of disorder nor any 
case of trouble in the district, the police 
marched in heavy columns through 
the masses of the people, pushing 
them about, punching them, and finally 
they seized him (the hon. Member) and 
dragged him off the platform with 
violence, in the presence of about 5,000 
of his own constituents, thereby offering 
every provocation of violence. [Cries 
of “Shame” and AN Hon. Member: 
‘*They would not hesitate to shoot.”} 
He entreated the Government, in the 
interests of everyone in Ireland, to stop 
this police violence and provocation. 

What he chiefly desired to do was to 
bring under the attention of the Com- 
mittee the new chapter opened in Irish 
history, and the new departure of the 
Government, in having recourse once 
more to the Coercion Act of 1887. He 
wished to emphasise the fact that in 
going back to the policy of coercion in 
Ireland, the Government had made a 
totally new departure. For a period of 
nine years Ireland was governed under 
the ordinary law, and the Government 
ought not to take down from the shelf, 
where it was placed by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose, 
the Act of 1887, without being able to 
make out a case similar to what they 
should have made if they were trying to 
pass a new Coercion Act now. When 
the First Lord of the Treasury was 
introducing the Coercion Act on the 28th 
of March, 1887, he said the Government 
did not base.the main portion of their 
ease for coercion upon statistics of 
crime. Nevertheless, he felt bound to 
bring before the House, as justification 
for the demand for exceptional powers. 
some facts as to the increase of crime, 
and he said— 

‘* Simce 1845, the year in which the statistics 
of agrarian crime were first collected, there 


have been only seven years in which the present 
agrarian list of crime has exceeded,” 


and he went on to say— 
‘‘ The statistics of agrarian crime show, not 
only a formidable list of such crimes, but show 
a steady increase during the last three years.” 
He then went on to read a series of 
extracts from the charges of Judges, 
|giving a most grossly exaggerated and 
| lurid picture of the condition of Ireland ; 
| and on these facts he said that the Govern- 

ment were obliged to come to the House 
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of Commons and ask for exceptional 
powers. 


What were the facts today ? 
they had an attempt by the Chief Secre- 
tary at a time when Ireland never was 
more free from agrarian crime, to put 
into force this Crimes Act. Not only 
was it true that Ireland was freer from 


agrarian crimes, but there had been a, 


steady and progressive decrease in crime 
for the last three years. Many of them 
would remember repeated Motions chal- 
lenging the decision of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose to 
lay aside the Crimes Act, and how they 
were told that if they gave up the weapon 
of the Crimes Act no man’s life and pro- 
perty would be safe in Ireland, and the 
country would be given over to violence 
and crime. What had been the result ? 
For the last nine years, for the first time 
since the Union, Ireland had _ been 
governed without exceptional law. 
Agrarian crime had steadily decreased, 
until for all practical purposes Ireland 
was free from agrarian crime 
altogether. He had the figures. He 
held the Return in his hands, dated 31st 
December, 1900, and he found no form 
of serious agrarian crime in the country. 
In Connaught there were no murders, 
no manslaughters, no attempt at murder, 
no assault on bailiffs or police or process- 
servers, and the total number of crimes 
in the whole province amounted only to 
one hundred and eleven, of which thirty- 
three were for threatening letters, which 
were really not serious, and the remainder 
were for incendiary fires. But even since | 
that date the decrease in agrarian crime | 
had been progressive and rapid. For 
the quarter ending 3lst December, 1901, 
the total figure of agrarian crime in all | 
Ireland amounted to forty-seven, of | 
which twenty-six were  threaten-| 
ing letters, leaving twenty-one cases 
of agrarian crime over the whole 
country, and all of them of the most 
trifling character. There were in this 
Return nine columns for statistics devoted 
to serious agrarian crime, such as murder, 
manslaughter, firing at the person, con- 
spiracy to murder, assault on the police, 
etc. ; and those nine columns were an 
absolute blank in the Return. And now 
he directed the attention of the House 
to this fact, that in these crimes there 
was not one case of serious agrarian 
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| crime, and that in face of the most crue 
| provocation Ireland had practically a 
Now | clear bill of crime, although the condition 
_of things now was absolutely unparalleled 


hundred years. 
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in the history of Ireland in the last 
Now, there were three 
counties in Ireland supposed to be very 
much disturbed, and about which they 
were always hearing in the course of 
debates like this—namely, the counties 
of Mayo, Roscommon, and Sligo. What 
were the facts? In Sligo for the quarter 
there was one agrarian crime—a threaten 
ing letter; in Roscommon, two—threat- 
ening letters; in Mayo, two; and in 
Leitrim, one threatening letter. In the 
whole province of Cennaught, where 
this trouble was going on, they found 
it during this the last quarter abso- 
lutely free from agrarian crime. 

These were facts which ought to 
impress the House and give the Govern- 
ment some pause before going further 
on the road on which they had entered. 
There was one further fact he would like 
to place before the House in connection 
with this matter. They had heard 
clamours for the suppression of the 
United Irish League, and it had been 
condemned as a most objectionable body. 
The League was started in County 
Mayo three and a half years ago; it had 
spread over Ireland during the last year 
with great rapidity, and was now 
practically firmly established over the 
whole country, and progressively and 


coincidently with its spread there had 


been this decrease of agrarian crime. Yet 
when he took up a few days ago some 
of the leading journals of this metropolis 
—The Times and other newspapers— 
which commented on the debate on the 
Address with reference to the condition 
of Ireland, he found complaints of the 
‘absence of agrarian crime, and the 
| assertion that its very absence was one of 
the most serious symptoms with which 
the Government had to deal. So that they 
were compelled to the conviction that 
there were considerable bodies of people 
inthiscountry who regretted the absence 
of such crime, and who would prefer a 
state of things which would justify the 
application of the Coercion Act. He 
asked hon. Members to watch these 
things in Ireland, and say what they 
thought the result of the policy of the 
Government would be, and he said that 
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if, unhappily, this blessed truce of peace 
and absence of crime should cease, and if 
there should bea period of misery and 
crimein Ireland, it would be the result of 
the policy of theGovernment. They had 
never had the least excuse for applying 
coercion in Ireland, but in the present 
instance the application of coercion was 
more criminal, indefensible, and outrage- 
ous than ever in the past. 
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They had now | 


had nine years experience of Ireland | 


having been governed without exceptional 
law ; they saw that crime had diminished, 
and that the result of the spread of the 
National organisation had been to decrease 
crime more and more. He recollected, 
in the debate on the Address, the Chief 
Secretary, in reply to something he 
had said, pointed out that these prose- 
cutions 'were only a small matter, 
and that there were only eleven men 
summoned. He could show that the 
eleven men then were only in one 
county I Ireland. Now there were 
prosecutigns in Clare, Tipperary, Mayo, 
toscommon, Sligo, and Kerry, and every 
day they heard of fresh cases. They had 
spread rapidly, and he ventured to predict 
that they would continue to do so if the 
Government pursued the policy they 
were embarked on. 

He would now deal with the character of 
the prosecutions. When the matter was 
last before the House they had not all 
the information in their hands to enable 
them to deal fully with the character of 
the prosecutions and the peculiar policy 
carried out by the Government in this 
matter. The prosecutions which had 
taken place up to the present were 
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of that Act was that it would not be 
put in operation except when specially 
applied by the Lord Lieutenant, and that 
when a district was peaceable the law 
would remain as it was before the Act 
was passed. Section 2 stated that any 
person who shall commit any of 
the offences mentioned in the sub- 
section, or shall commit any of the 
offences in a proclaimed district, 
may be prosecuted by a _ court of 
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summary jurisdiction under the Act; 


and it went on to state a number of 


offences, some of them new, for which a 


| district. 


brought under one particular section of | 


the Crimes Act which applied to all Ire- 
land, and they were of such a character 
as regards his colleague, the Member for 
South Mayo, and the men prosecuted 
with him, that it was the opinion of nine- 
tenths of the people of Ireland that they 
were sent to goal illegally. This was a 
difficult and subtle question, and in order 


person may be prosecuted in a proclaimed 
But in sub-section 3 it is 
enacted that any person who shall take 
part in any riot or illegal assembly shall 
be prosecuted, no matter whether the 
district was proclaimed or not. These 
recent prosecutions had been under Sec- 
tion 3, Sub-section A, and persons were 
tried for taking part in an unlawful 
assembly. There could not be a more 
unfair thing than to commit all over the 
country to the decision of two resident 
magistrates the question of unlawful as- 
sembly, because it raised a number of 
subtle considerations, and struck at the 
root of popular liberty. Why, some of 


‘the greatest judges of this country had 


been engaged in deciding what an unlaw- 
ful assembly was, and some of the great 
trials in this country which were land- 
marks in the struggle for popular liberty 
had turned on this very point of what 
was unlawful assembly. 

This section of the Act left the decision 
of that question to two subservient police 
magistrates, dependent for their bread 
and butter on the Castle, subject to dis- 


_missal at a moment's notice, and always 


looking for promotion. That was a very 
vital point. No part of Ireland was pro- 
claimed at present. These magistrates 
were not allowed to deal in a Crimes 


_ Act Court with charges of conspiracy, or 


to make the House thoroughly under- | 


stand the policy which was now being 


pursued by the Government, he must | 
explain the clause under which the | 


prosecutions were instituted. First of 
all, the Government had abstained from 


issuing any proclamation applying the | the Government. 


inciting not to pay rent, and other 
offences in districts where a proclama- 
tion had been made. What did the Gov- 
ernment do? They prosecuted these 
men for unlawful assembly. The meet- 
ings at which they attended were peace- 
able. They were not unlawful upon the 
ground that they were interfering with 
Therefore the diffi- 


Crimes Act. They were told when it | culty arose of proving unlawful assem- 
was being introduced that the peculiarity | blies. So the Government allowed the 
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Crown to allege in the summonses a 
whole series of acts which the defendants 


were alleged to have been guilty of, as | 


showing the intent with which they had 
gone to these assemblies, and thereby 


proving the assemblies unlawful. These | 
acts were not within the jurisdiction of | 


the Court. But, while these acts were 


outside the jurisdiction of the Court, it | 
was contended that they were entitled to | 


go into the evidence with regard to them 
in order to prove that the persons went 
to the assembly with unlawful intent, and 
therefore made it unlawful. That was sail- 
ing very neartothe wind. It wasamatter 
raising a number of considerations which 
would require a very skilful lawyer to 
deal with, and these gentlemen to whose 
judgment it was now submitted were, 
as was said by the late Baron Dowse, 
no more fit to state a case than to write 
a Greek ode. What had been the result ? 
In the cases tried at Gurteen and 
Ballurlough they failed naturally to 
realise the subtle distinction. Indeed, 
even the Crown Prosecutors failed to do 
so also. They thought that, inasmuch 
as they were allowed to bring in evidence 
to prove certain acts by the defendants, 
they ought to be allowed to take 
cognisance of those acts. And what 
happened? The Crown Prosecutor, 
failng to understand the section, drafted 
the summons in such a way that he 
not only alleged the defendants had taken 
part in an unlawful assembly, but 
alleged these acts as committed by them 
at the unlawful assembly. The magis- 
trates, not seeing the distinction, took 
evidence of the unlawful assembly and 
entered upon a whole series of investiga- 
tions which they had no authority to go 
into. The case as to whether the 
magistrates had jurisdiction came before 
the High [Court, and, while he quite 
admitted that the majority of the Court 
decided against the appellant, still, in the 
opinion of the highest lawyer in Ireland, 
the entire proceedings from beginning to 
end were pronounced to be absolutely 
illegal. 

The Committee would permit him to 
read this extract from the judgment of 
the Chief Baron— 


“‘T hold that the magistrates had no power 
to administer an oath to a witness to answer 
such questions as he should be asked touching a 
crime which the magistrates had no power to 
investigate.” 

Mr. Dillon. 
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|He recommended that to the study 
|of lawyers in this House, and he 
/put it to the common sense of this 
| House whether, where an exceptional 
law was put into operation, and where 
the greatest lawyer in the country 
gave such an opinion as this, and 
“more especially where the liberty of 
Members of this House was concerned, 
the proper course for the Crown should 
not have been to allow these men 
to go free. Was it not a monstrous 
outrage that a man should imprison his 
political opponents upon such a case as 
that and under circumstances like that ? 
How, he asked with confidence, could 
the Government expect for a single 
moment that anyone in Ireland would 
respect the administration of the law? 
He ventured to say that nine out of 
every ten people had no doubt about the 
illegality of these proceedings. But apart 
from that, this was a procedure which 
had not been resorted to in Ireland for 
nine orten years, and was unknown in this 
‘country. 

So much for the case of these pro- 
secutions which were the subject of appeal. 
But yesterday two men were sentenced 
in Loughglynn, in County  Ros- 
common, under a fresh Crimes Act 
prosecution in connection with the 
struggle on the De Freyne Estate, and 
the Government—and this was a remark- 
able fact—while they refused to act on 
the authority of the Chief Baron in rela- 
tion to Mr. O’Donnell and others already 
sentenced, had amended the forms of 
summons in the case of Mr. Fitzgibbon 
and Mr. Webb in accordance with the 
Chief Baron’s judgment, thereby admit- 
ting that the Chief Baron was right, and 
yet they held Mr.. O'Donnell and these 
other men in gaol. In the case of Mr. 
Fitzgibbon they had amended the 
summons. They had alleged against 
these men a number of overt acts with 
respect to which the magistrates at 
Loughglynn had no jurisdiction. They 
had charged them with taking part in an 
unlawful assembly, and the only means 
of proving the assembly unlawful was to 
prove acts prior to the assembly with 
reference to which the Court had no juris- 
diction, and, although by that device they 
had brought the summons into agreement 
| with the law laid down by the Chief 


| Baron, he maintained that that was an 
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act utterly unworthy of an Executive 
Government. He wished it to be dis- 
tinctly understood that in making 
this attack on recent prosecutions in 
the West of Ireland he was mainly 
directing his observations not against 
these wretched magistrates, who must do 
what they were told, but against the 
policy of the Government in having 
recourse to the Coercion Act, and then, 
in this mean and tricky manner, trying 
to obtain convictions against perfectly 
respectable men. 

He would ask the Government 
to give some statement to the House 
tonight as to what their policy 
was going to be in this matter. This 
question was of very wide scope, and 
went further than the mere injustice 
to the men already convicted. This was 
only the overture to the campaign which 
the Government had started in the West 
oflreland. What was the charge against 
these men in the West? The only 
charge alleged against them was that 
they-—-who were all representative men, 
members of County Councils and District 
Councils and Members of this House 
hal attended meetings and made 
speeches in support of a struggle by the 
tenants on the De Freyne estate to obtain 
certain benefits which had been given to 
the tenants on the Dillon estate. He 
wanted to know, were the Government in- 
tending seriously to go on treating such 
acts as crimes? It had been alleged by 
the Government and others that this 
movement in the West of Ireland was a 
repetition of the Plan of Campaign. 
That was one of the false statements made 
for the purpose of damaging these poor 
people, and to justify the action of the 
Government. The Plan of Campaign 
Was a movement, perfectly well defined, 
in connection with which he himself was 
imprisoned more than once—a movement 
which, in its day, did a good work for the 
people of Ireland; and on a suitable 
occasion, when it was not irrelevant, he 
would be prepared to defend it. But 
this had no relation to the Plan of Cam- 
paign. It was a spontaneous movement 
by the tenants themselves to put 
an end to a condition of things 
which had been admitted by all ob- 
servers to be absolutely intolerable. Did 
the Government intend to carry on this 
war against the De Freyne tenants to 
extremities, or did they intend to offer 
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any prospect to these people, who had 
been for years and years sunk in a con- 
dition of poverty which was a: disgrace 
and a scandal to the Government, and 
which had been made the subject of 
denunciation by men of all parties—did 
they intend to offer these people any 
hope ? 

At the beginning of this move- 
ment he had spoken to the tenants and 
said that he wanted to assist them—not 
to get a reduction, but to help them to 
emancipate themselves from the state of 
poverty, destitution, and misery in which 
they were plunged. Ten years ago the 
Congested Districts Board was _ first 
started as the result of the Plan of Cam- 
paign, which first drew the attentionof the 
present First Lord of the Treasury to the 
condition of these people. It was started 
with the express purpose of putting an 
end to the scandal of the condition of the 
West of Ireland. What had happened ? 
For seven years that Board did nothing 
to relieve the congestion of these 
Western districts. Then the United 
Irish League was founded, and the West 
became dissatisfied with the long waiting ; 
and then the Board, two years ago, did 
one of the best things that ever was done 
in Ireland by a Government Department. 
They purchased the Dillon estate, and 
proceeded to apply alurge remedy. There 
were 4,000 tenants on the Dillon estate, 
whose rentz averaged £3a year. This had 
been the nucleus and centre of famine 
and destitution, and the people only 
managed to exist by coming over here 
and competing with labour here, and 
so reducing the rate of wages. The 
Government bought the estate for 
sixteen years purchase. They reduced 
the rents by 6s. 8d. and they 
were going, he believed, to reduce them 
further. They wiped off £20,000 arrears, 
and they bought 2,000 acres of grazing 
lands which were to de used in enlarging 
the holdings of tenants. Wasitin human 
nature that, on the De Freyne estate, 
where the tenants were worse off, they 
could calmly see that done and not be 
excited? What happened? After two 
years the tenantry on the neighbouring 
estates, who were in exactly the same 
position, only worse, offered to their 
landlords to buy the estates on the same 
terms, and the landlords absolutely 
refused. And the Congested Districts 
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Board, after ten years, had done nothing 
to better the condition of the De Freyne 
tenants or the tenants on the Murphy 
and other estates. Were the Government 
prepared to see these people remain in 
their present state of misery and des- 
titution? The Government had dealt 
with the Dillon estate already, and on the 
neighbouring estate, which was just 
across the ditch, the tenants must remain 
as they were so long as Lord De Freyne 
refused to sell. It was folly of the 
Government to expect the country to 
remain quiet under these circumstances. 


He quite admitted that if the Govern- 
ment had said to the people when 
this agitation commenced,“ Have patience, 
wait till next year, or even for eighteen 
months—we cannot do all in a moment— 
and we promise we will do something for 
the De Freyne tenants,” he, for his part, 
would have tried to get the people to have 
patience. But no such promise was made. 
It was idle for the Government to have 
recourse to Coercion Acts or to oppression 
as a remedy for these evils, or to imagine 
that they could put down this national 
movementas long as the injust:ce prevailed. 
He would now refer to the judgment 
recently delivered by Judge O'Connor 
Morris on that point. When giving de- 
crees on the 18th January last against 
300 tenants on the De Freyne estate. the 
judge pointed out that those tenants 
lived close to the Dillon estate, and that 
while the tenants on the Dillon estate 
had received an enormous benefit, the De 
Freyne and Murphy tenants had not 
received anything. One wasthe favoured 
and the other the disfavoured class. The 
tenants on the De Freyne and Murphy 
estates, the judge went on to say, were 
discontented, and in his opinion they 
were naturally discontented. ‘“‘ This com- 
bination,” concluded the judge, “is the 
necessary and inevitable result of this 
system called land purchase, which is not 
land purchase at all.” That was the 
opinion of a County Court judge who 
was a great enemy of the national move- 
ment. From his place on the Bench, 
Judge O'Connor Morris felt bound to 
give expression to the opinion that the 
combination which was denounced by the 
Government was the inevitable result 
of the action of the Government them- 
selves. 


Mr. Dillou. 
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We were on the eve of very serious events 
in Ireland, and he asked the Government 
to pause in their career. He knew they 
had enormous forces at their command, 
and that they had let those forces loose, 
without stint or measure, in County 
Roscommon, which was now more like the 
district round Harrismith or Vrede than 
an Irish county, for the whole place 
was garrisoned by forces of extra police, 
and was patrolled by them night and 
day. In those circumstances they might 
be able to crush the tenants’ combination 
—he hoped siricerely they would not— 
but supposing they did crush it, what 
would the inevitable result be? When 
they had the _ representative local 
leaders in prison, whose only crime 
was that they had come to _ the 
assistance of their constituents, who 
were threatened with ruin and exter- 
mination, what would the result be? 
They would spread secret societies through 
the country—societies that had been the 
curse of Ireland in the past. If they 
broke up that combination and carried 
out a war of persecution and extermina- 
tion, he was certain that the record of 
crime in Ireland would not be as clean as 
it was at present. But, as far as the 
National Organisation was concerned, all 
their operations were only advertising it, 
and extending and increasing its power. 
They had delegates in the United States 
at present, and they could not ask better 
assistance for them than that the Govern- 
ment were affording them. The cable 
was sending proofs of that fact every 
day, and in Ireland the operations of 
the Government had only one result, 
and that was the strengthening of the 
National movement. The only result of 
action which he did sericusly dread was 
the letting loose of the dark and evil 
forces from which their political organisa- 
tion had hitherto sueceeded in rescuing 
the people. He would like to know how 
far the Government were going to carry 
those operations. Yesterday, at Lough- 
glynn, Mr. John Fitzgibbon, the respected 
Chairman of the Roscommon County 
Council, and Mr. P. Webb, the Vice- 
Chairman, were sentenced tofour months 
imprisonment, and on the previous day, 
at the quarterly meeting, the Roscommon 
County Council passed the following reso- 
lution :— 


" That we, the members of the County 
' Council of Roscommon, view with delight the 
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brave stand made by the tenants of. the | only two alternatives, and sooner or 
associated estates in this and the adjoining | Jater they would be face to face with those 
county of Sligo, in defence of what we consider | | i A . 

the just right of the tenant farmers in this | #¢ernatives, and the Irish question 
county—viz., compulsory purchase—and in would arise in all its gravity. They 
order to mark our approval of what is being | would have either to repeal the Act of 


done on those estates, we now start a County C ; éf ; 
Council fund to assist these tenants in their | 1898, abolish the Irish representation, 


struggle. We also wish to offer our colleagues, | govern the country as a Crown Colony ; 
Messrs Fitzgibbon and ney our pr or else would ultimately have to 
congratulations on having so far assiste the | bring the government of the country 
tenant farmers of those estates as to earn for | . ¥” j h ; 
themselves the only reward under an English | into harmony with the sentiments and 


Government—coercion, prosecution, and im- | feelings of the majority of the people. 


prisonment.” | Asa final illustration of the way coercion 
That marked the next stage in the pro-| was being carried on in Ireland, he would 
ceedings. ‘The County Council of | draw the attention of the Committee to a 


Roscommon had started a defence fund | performance that took place in Ennis the 
for the tenants. What were the Govern-| other day—a performance never yet 
ment going to do with the County | equalled in Ireland, and never equalled 
Council? Were they going to send the anywhere, he ventured to say, outside 
whole lot of them to join Mr. Fitzgibbon one of Gilbert and Sullivan's operas. In 
and Mr. Webb in Castlebar gaol? Were the town of Ennis a Coercion Court was 
they to have in this House the spectacle | held, and eleven inhabitants were put on 
of one of the Members for Roscommon trial because a poor woman named Mrs. 
County asking whether the County’ Normoyle was, as alleged by the police, 
Council would be allowed to meet and) persecuted and prevented from selling 
transact their business in gaol? If they her miik. To give the Committee an idea 
did not go so far, what would be said? of what was now going on in Ireland, 
It would be said that they had funked, he would read the preparations that were 
and that they had failed to accept the made for trying that tremendous case -— 
challenge which the County Council of| «The excitement in Castleclare was 
2oscommon had thrown down. It was a/| intensified when the band was stopped. A 


3 force of extra police, under the chief command 
cery ¢ a humbug to talk about : I » um 1 
mockery and a ’ of Mr. W. H. kausset, County Inspector, was in 


the forms of constitutional law IN | attendance, and two resident magistrates 
Ireland. Some hon. Members on the) ecenstituted the Crimes Act Court. John 


other side held that it was a mistake to prt te, husband of pe pegs om 
ey Sere aes examined as a Crown witness, and he depose 
give local government to Lreland. | that his wife sold the milk freely, and that no 
one gave her any tiouble, and that he himself 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, | was on ood terms with his neightours. He 
S.): I have always been in favour of | ee was he present when his wife got 
local government. | ‘Mr. Morphy (Crown Prosecutor): I will 

| have it out of you if you were to remain here 

Mr. DILLON said supposing all the | fer 2 month.” 

County Councils in Ireland sympathised| The Crown Prosecutor then tackled 
with the action of the Roscommon | Mrs. Normoyle, who proved a much more 
County Council, were the Government difficult witness. When sworn, she 
prepared to abolish and repeal the deposed that she had been tormented for 
statute of 1898 and to reintroduce the weeks by the local sergeant begging her 
grand jury system? Otherwise where to get up this prosecution. Ultimately 
was the struggle to end? He alluded to Mr. Morphy asked the Court to commit 
that to show how far-reaching was the these two Crown witnesses for contempt, 
action of the Government in inaugurat- which was accordingly done, and one of 
ing their coercion campaign. He had the witnesses declared that the sergeant 
seen recently discussions about Home) wanted her son to set five or six 
Rule, but these discussions did not in| rowdies to break the windows of 
the slightest concern him. His opinion! prominent United Irish Leaguers. 
as regarded Irish affairs was that they, At this stage the Court adjourned. 
could not govern Ireland permanently| The ultimate result of this trial was 
against the will of the majority of the | typical of the trials in the Courts of 
people. That was impossible. There were; lreland. Here was the final verdict of 
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the Court :—The defendants are acquitted | 


of the charges against them, which are | 


dismissed without prejudice against each 
defendant, and they were accordingly 
held to bail and sent for three months 
to Limerick Gaol, where they were at 
the present moment. Mr. and Mrs. 
Normoyle, the Crown witnesses, having 
been committed for contempt because 
they refused to swear what the police 
desired them to swear, the prisoners were 
acquitted and sent to gaol. To complete 
the picture of this truly Gilbertian trial, 
the whole population of the place had 
assembled outside the Court to cheer the 
prisoners on their way to gaol, when sixty 
policemen drew their batons and dispersed 
the crowd. There could not be a better 
epitome of justice in Ireland, and yet, to 
use the words the Prime Minister used 
recently at a club in Piccadilly, ‘ these 
wretched lrishmen do not love us.” No 
language could express the absurdity of 
tixe position. 

That was the ridiculous side of it, 
but there was also the serious side—the 
danger which hung like a brooding cloud 
of disaster over his country. No _police- 
man had a right to draw his baton and 
break the head of a peaceable citizen 
walking in the streets, and he viewed 
with horror what might be the result of 
a collision between the people and the 
police. As the First Lord of the Treasury 
once said, human patience had its limits. 
If large bodies of people, while exercising 
their undoubted rights, were batoned 
and bludgeoned and thrown tothe ground 
and kicked, who could blame them if they 
lost their temper, and one man only 
losing his temper under such circum- 
stances might be the signal of a bitter 
and bloody fray. It was intolerable for 
hon. Gentlemen and right hon. Gentle- 
men on the Treasury Bench to call that 
sort of thing government. The House 
by no means realised the seriousness of 
the situation. He did not believe that 
this policy was the free and unfettered 
policy of the present Chief Secretary. He 
believed the right hon. Gentleman was 


the unwilling instrument of a gang in! 


Ireland which had been the curse of the 

country ; which had resisted every Land 

Act; which opposed the County Councils 

in Ireland until they were bribed with 

£300,000 a year to allow the Bill to pass ; 

and who were now thirsting for the day 
Mr. Dillon. 
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fe 
when Ireland would once more be deluged 
with crime in order that they might 
put again in force, with all its attendant 
horrors, the Coercion Act.”. It was 
pitiable to see men like Lord London- 
derry, an evil name in Irish history, 
dragging the Chief Secretary along a 
path which he was unwillingly treading,. 
a path which would lead him to sorrow 
and failure as an Irish administrator, 
and lead inevitably, also, to confusion, 
trouble, and disorder, and, he feared, 


crime in Ireland. He moved the re- 
duction of the Vote. 

Motion made, and Question put, 
“That the Item, Class Il., Vote 33 


(Chief Secretary for Ireland), be reduced 
by £100." —(Mr, Dillon.) 


*(7,22.) Mr. McVEIGH (Down, 8.) 
seconded the Motion. He said that, as a 
new Member, he would have preferred to 
remain silent for some little time, but it 
had been represented to him that it 
might not be inappropriate for him, as 
the latest elected Member for Ulster, 
to intervene in this debate. He thought 
the fact of his having been returned un- 
opposed as the Nationalist Member for 
South Down was most significant, follow- 
ing as it did the election for East Down 
and that for North Down, and showed at 
all events that so far as Co. Down 
was concerned, there was considerable 
dissatisfaction with the policy of the 
Government with regard to Ireland. The 
explanation of the defeat of the Govern- 
ment nominee at East Down and the 
flight of the Government candidate at 
South Down was that the agricultural 
population of Ireland had come to 
the conclusion that Irish government 
nowadays was one by the landlords, 
and for the landlords, and so far as 
they were concerned, they were deter- 
mined to do everything in their power to 
put an end to the system. 

In common with other Irish Mem- 
bers, he regretted the absence of the 
Chief Secretary ; it placed Irish Mem bers 
in a difficult position, because it was 
very awkward for any Member to 
criticise the policy of a Minister in that 
Minister’s absence. The present Chief 
Secretary had entered office with a con- 
siderable supply of political blarney and 
many promises for the amelioration of 
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the conditions under which the people of 
Ireland lived, but directly Lord Ardilaun 
and his fellow landlords waved their 
tomahawks the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken to his heels. That behaviour 
was hardly consistent with the Geraldine 


blood which was supposed to flow in his ' 


veins. The Geraldines always had the 
courage of their convictions, and were 
never afraid to fight for the weak against 
the strong.and had never allowed any man 
of set of men to bully them into a course 
of oppression.. The right hon. Gentleman 
probably thought he had gone a long 
way towards satisfying the demands ot 
the Irish landlords, but the Government 
would, before long, find that the landlord 
party in Ireland were by no means 
satisfied. Hon. Gentlemen from Ulster 
who supported the Government found 
great difficulty in retaining their 
seats in the House, and, like the 
hon. Member for South Antrim, 
they strongly denounced the Chief 
Secretary and the Government for not 
having suppressed the United Irish 
League. He hoped that the advice 
of the hon. Member for South 
Antrim would be taken by the 
Chief Secretary, as it would greatly 
strengthen the United Irish League. 
The right hon. Gentleman had up to the 
present proved to be the best organiser 
that any Irish national movement ever 
had. 

Lord Brougham once warned this House 
that by coercion you might crush Ireland, 
but you would never break her spirit. This 
Government could not claim that they 
had suppressed crime in Ireland, because 
there was no crime to suppress. The 
United trish League put an end to all 
agrarian crime in Ireland. They could 
not claim that they had intimidated the 
men they had convicted and imprisoned, 
because those men, when they came out 
of gaol, were received with acclamations ; 
they could not claim that they had 
crushed freedom of speech, because for 
the one meeting that was proclaimed 
in .ny district there were half-a-dozen 
meetings held to take its place. ‘The 
Government might go on with their 


policy of coercion; they might again, 
bring out the baton men and battering | 


ram, and, with that spite and viciousness 
which had characterised previous admin- 
istrations, seek to degrade their polit-cal 
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opponents within prison cells ; they might 
condone the illegalities of the paid 
magistrates who administered so-called 
justice in Ireland ; they might endeavour 
to suppress the national movement and 
drive discontent under the surface; but 
after even twenty years of such resolute 
government they would find themselves 
no nearer the end of the struggle. The 
Nationalist policy was to seek out first 
the cause of the trouble, and then, 
having removed the cause, to secure law 
and order, but the policy of the Govern- 
ment was to assert first the supremacy 
of the law. John Bright once said that 
after asserting the law in _ Ireland, 
grievances were always forgotten, 
and that that had been the case 
in Ireland for 200 years, but in 
these days of white sheets and 
clean slates, probably little attention 
would be paid to the principles of that 
statesman. The Chief Secretary and his 
colleagues seemed determined to tollow 
the coercion path marked out for them 
by the Irish landlord party. They 
might pursue whatever course they 
pleased, but he warned the House tha. 
if the Government wanted a “fight ” in 
Ireland, the Nationalist Party, from its 
rawest recruit to its most seasoned 
ve eran, would give them plenty of it. 
Greater men than the present Chief 
Secretary had tried their hands in such 
a contest, but had gone down in the 
struggle, and if the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his colleagues wished to com mit 
premature political suicide, it was not 
for the Nationalist Members to prevent 
them. 

The Chief Secretary had recently 
quoted Lord Salisbury—the head of an 
illustrious and somewhat numerous 
family—as saying that the first duty of 
a Government was to protect minorities 
against majorities. But Lord Salisbury 
did not say that it was the duty of a 
(sovernment totakesides withthe minority 
against the majority, as the present 
Government were doing, but to hold the 
scales evenly between contending parties. 
The Government made a pretence of 
administering even-handed justice, but it 
was a mere sham. ‘Tenants were prose- 
cuted for combining in their own defence 
against landlords, but when landlords 
combined to persecute tenants, no pro- 
secution whatever was set on foot. So- 
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called trial by jury existed, and when a_ 
Catholic peasant was placed on his trial | 
for some political offence an exclusively 
Protestant jury was empannelled to try 
him, but who ever heard of an exclusively 
Catholic jury being empannelled to try a 
Protestant prisoner? According to the 
Chief Secretary, the remedy for all exist- 
ing trouble was to bring to justice those | 
who broke the law. But the Govern- | 
ment did not stop there. They were not 
above prosecuting and convicting men 
whom the magistrates declared to be 
innocent of the charge brought against 
them. Could English Members and 
speakers be surprised that Irishmen were 
disposed to spit upon English law and to 
treat the Government’s professions of 
justice as rank hypocrisy? As to the 
Chief Secretary’s homily on intolerance 
in regard to local patronage, that should 
rather have been delivered to the repre- 
sentatives of Belfast and their friends. 
He would not go in detail into the cases 
to which reference had been made. He 
recognised that a certain amount of 
modesty was not unbecoming in a 
new Member, and also that the Mem- 
bers for the constituencies concerned 


could best deal with those matters. 
Moreover, he felt that any words 
of his would be largely wasted. 


The same old round would be gone 
through, but the day would come when 
the Attorney General and his colleagues 
in the Government would have to stop. 
The Irish people were not to be won by 
either force or bribes, and when the time 
came for the present administration to 
pass into the limbo of perished Govern- 
ments they would perhaps realise that a 
nation could not be killed, nor the 
national spirit of Ireland suppressed ; 
and they would not find even the 
poorest Irish peasant one whit more 
reconciled to British rule than they found 
him at the beginning of their administra- 
tion, or thantheir predecessors found | 
him before them. | 

} 


*(7.40.) Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary. | 
S.) said that he was one of the victims | 
who were acquitted by a pair of remov- | 
able magistrates, and at the same time | 
sent to gaol for two months. At the | 
time in question there was a tough fight 
in Tipperary, and he was charged with 
sitting on an outside car and driving at | 

Mr, MacVeagh. | 


{COMMONS} 


'the head of a procession. 


| get rid of him at any price. 





According to 
the sworn evidence of the police the pro- 


cession was an orderly one, and nothing 
'occurred to necessitate the interference 


of the authorities. So extraordinary was 
the evidence for the Crown that the magis- 
trates dismissed the case, but at the same 
time ordered him to give bail for good 
behaviour or, in default, to go to prison 
for two months. Like other Irish 
representatives he went to prison rather 


‘than give bail for good behaviour when 


fighting the battle of the people. The 
secret of the matter was that the evictions 
were to come off the day after his trial, 
and the authorities wanted him out of the 
way, and a pair of removable magistrates, 
who were supposed to be unprejudiced, 
were made the tools of Dublin Castle to 
In 1887 the 
then Chief Secretary made a remarkable 
speech at Manchester, in which he said 
that Nationalists ought not to have the 
opportunity of appealing to a County 
Court Judge. Immediately the removy- 
able magistrates took the hint, and gave a 
month’s imprisonment to every Nationalist 
brought before them. Soon afterwards a 


leading member of the Cabinet at another 


meeting declared that it was a farce to 
give such mena month’s imprisonment, 
they ought to have the severest sentence 
possible, and immediately the removables 
began giving six months imprisonment to 


/every Nationalist brought before them. 
_It was a curious fact that, whenever the 


Government of the day required the 
existence of crime for their purposes, the 
statistics increased by hundreds of cases. 
The Judges would refer to the matter at 
the Assizes, and the police at once said, 
“ We have been charged by the Judges 
with not doing our duty; whatever the 
consequences may be, we must have some 
cases, and ifthere is no real crime we 
must manufacture some, so as to have a 
catalogue to place before the Judges the 
next time they come round.” In the 
recent movement throughout the country 
it was most remarkable that the sentences 


given by the removable magistrates 
seemed to have become contagious, 


and it was a remarkable fact that an 


_ attempt was now being made to show that 


the ordinary law in Ireland was insufficient 
to cope with the agitation which had arisen. 
They had heard frequently of the Coercion 
Act of 1882,which was enforced by the late 
Mr. Foster, who, it had been stated, acted 
more harshly than any of his successors, 
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because he sent men to prison without a | 
trial, but no trial was decenter than the | 
present farce, and at any rate he treated | 
them as first class misdemeanants. Many | 
Nationalists had been sent to prison under 

the first Tory Coercion Act, and in this 

House and out of it hon. Members below 

the gangway opposite did not hesitate to 

speak with contempt of certain Members 

of the Irish Party. At first the Party 

opposite desired to make Irish Nationalists 

wear the prison garb, and they put them 

on the prison dietary, but afterwards they 

had to turn round and give Nationalists 

different treatment to that which was 

accorded to ordinary criminals. The 

Government hoped that by sending a few 

of the leading Nationalists to prison the 

fight would be over, but in that respect 

they were as stupid and ignorant of irish 

habits and [Trish pluck as they had been in 

the past, and they would find that for 

every man they put in gaol a new deter- 

mination would arise, and man after man 

would be found quite prepared to make 

similar sacrifices. 


They heard a great deal about the Plan 
of Campaign in the old days, and an 
attempt was now being made to show 
that the Plan of Campaign was again being 
adepted in Ireland. Why was it being 
adopted ? Because a late Member of 
this House, Mr. Smith-Barry, and the 
landlord combination had asserted that 
they would make victims of the men who 
were fighting that campaign. Those land- 
lords were allowed to combine, but the 
moment the tenants combined to save 
themselves then, and as they were doing 
in Roscommon and Sligo, the Government 
turned round and put the full engine of 
the law against them. And for what 
purpose ? Simply to support the landlord 
parcy and the landlord garrison. They 
saw in the fight which was going on in 
Ireland at the present time the most 
wonderful spirit shown by those tenants 
to try and get for themselves what had 
been granted to other tenants on the 
Dillon Estate. At the present moment 
they were sending those tenants to gaol 
simply for asking for that which the 
Government had given to other tenants, 
and that was a gross injustice. In his own 
county within the past week some 
leading Nationalists had been prose- 


cuted because they had tried to put 
down what was known as_ the eleven 
months grazing 


system. This system 
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was extensively carried on in the West of 
Ireland, and in some parts of the South 
of Ireland. In the Templemore district 
large grazing tracts were held by the 
landlords, and because the people in that 
district wanted those tracts smashed up 
to give the people there a chance of 
living on the land the Government 
turned upon them and prosecuted them. 
The Chief Secretary, speaking in Dover 
a couple of nights ago, in dealing with 
small holdings, said— 

‘* A remedy for these evils was sought by a 
certain number of landlords after the famine 
years, but the Land Act of 1881 paralysed the 
landlords’ chance of improving the conditions of 
land tenure in Ireland ; by giving fixity of teuure 
it stereotyped small holdings (with their atteu- 
dant evils) ; by imposing judicial rents it placed 
an artificial premium from the landlords’ point 
of view on retaining land unlet to yearly 
tenants.” 


Imagine an Act passed 33 years after 
the famine to have this effect! No, it was 
alter the Crimean War, when prices 
went up toa fabulous height—the land- 
lords,of Ireland chose that moment to 
enter into a vile conspiracy to exier- 
minate the Irish peasantry in order to 
gratify their own greed. Having exter- 
minated the people from the land while 
prices were high and profitable, as soon 
as foreign competition came in, then 
they established this grazing system. 
Now the Nationalists were making an 
effort to get back the land for the 
people of Ireland who were then driven 
off it. And, whether they put the 
Coercion Act in force or not, those lands 
would have to be divided amongst the 
Irish peasants for their benefit and tor 
their sustenance. Upon this point the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland had evidently 
got his information from some official 
connected with the Board of Agriculture 
who possibly did not know a bullock 
from a sheep. It was an extraordinary 
thing to find the Chief Secretary defend- 
ing the present grazing system in Ire- 
land. He said the graziers knew how to 
improve their condition and place ther 
stock on the British market. That was 
the topic which the Chief Secretary went 
to Dover to dilate upon, but he never 
even considered that those lands could 
be used for the benefit ef the people in 
Ireland instead of producing food for 
the British stomach. In the South, the 
Midlands, and in all parts of Ireland the 
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tenants holding thirty, forty, sixty, and 
100 acres of land were able to turn out as 


good cattle for the British market 
as the grazier who had 1,000 acres. 


That showed distinctly that the Chiet 
Secretary got his information from the 
Land Commissioners and the Board of 
Agriculture, who were hostile to the 
people. When the Chief Secretary showed 
his hand in that way, it might be taken 
as an indication that the Government 
were not going to give any assistance to 
the poor people in securing those lands 
for them, and that as a matter of 
necessity it would be the duty of the 
Irish Members to join issue with him. 
He wished to call attention to an ex- 
traordinary fact. During last session 
of Parliament the Chairman of the 
Irish + arty, and also the hon. Member 
for Ea:t Galway and himself, asked 
questions in regard to the estate of 
Kilclooney in Co. Galway. The Land Com 
mission had sold part of the estate, and 
the Chief Secretary was ‘asked whether 
he could secure some of the good grazing 
land by purchase in order that it might 
be divided among the poor people. The 
Chief Secretary met them in the most 
friendly manner and enlisted the sym- 
pathy of the Congested Districts Board. 
He was sorry the Chief Secretary was 
not now present to listen to the state- 
ment he had to make, because it was a 
most remarkable one and a clear indica- 
tion of the conspiracy at work in every 
Department of the Government in 
Ireland against the people. The Chief 
Secretary through the Congested Districts 
Board endeavoured, honestly he believed, 
to get this good lind for division among 
the tenants. What was the conse- 
quence? The Land Commission were 
communicated with by the Chief Secre- 
tary on the 18th of July last, the Ques- 
tions put in this House having been 
asked on the 16th. The Land Commis- 
sion attempted to sell to the grazing 
tenants whowere not yearlytenants. They 
signed an agreement for purchase on the 


lsth, but, as grazing tenants, could 
not buy. Would the Committee believe 


that the Land Commission sent down 
an official on the 20th to get these 
very graziers to sign yearly tenancy 
agreements in order to qualify them 
for purchase ? Those who were taking an 
interest in this matter met the Chief 


Mr. Cullinan. 


{COMMONS} 


| Secretary subsequently and got 
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this 
smashed up. ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
promised to bring it before the Congested 
Districts Board in September. When 
the hon. Member was in the district 
a short time ago he found that the 
Land Commission behind the Chief 
Secretury’s back did everything they 
could to get the grazier to buy the land, 
and to deprive the right hon. Gentleman 
of the power of buying it for the benefit 
of the tenants. Under the Land Act 
not more than £5,000 could be advanced 
to any one individual for the purchase 


of land. Yet one gentleman, who 
was a grazier, and, he was sorry 
to say, a grazier on a great many 


other properties, had already got the full 
£5,000, and when the Land Commission 
asked him to purchase the holding he 
said he could not because he had obtained 
the full sum he was allowed to borrow. 
The Land Commission then actually 
suggested that he should put in the 
name of his son, to whom they would 
sell the land, and thus defeat the 
objects of the Congested Districts Board. 
That charge which he now made was far 
and away more serious than any the 
Government could make against the 


Irish Nationalists and Reformers, because 


it was their own officials who were defeat- 
ing the Act, while they were sworn to 
administer it justly. 

When the Government were prose- 
euting Irish Members and trying to 
prevent them from getting justice for 
their people, it was a duty to prevent 
in every way they possibly could 
the course which was being practised. 
In carrying out the defence of the people 
of Ireland, as had been shown by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, Irishmen were 
subjected to the most vile treatment by 
the police. It was rather an unpleasant 
fact that when Irish questions were being 
considered in this House the Benches 
generally were empty of English and 
Scotch Members. He thought that was 
very deplorable, because the big majority 
of them knew very little about Ireland. 
The only thing they wanted to hear was 
the statement in regard to Ireland of 
somebody who got up on the Treasury 
Bench. In Ireland the paid magistrates, 
an overwhelming majority of the ordin- 
ary magistrates and the county inspectors 
were all of the landlord class; and the 
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district inspectors were mostly of the 
landlord class. There was a minority 
who were known as “rankers.” They 
had risen from the ranks of the force 
and they were as bad as the rest. They 
wanted to get a little social position by 
associating with the landlord class, and 
they knew very well that the more they 
were reported by the Nationalists, the 
surer would be their promotion. The 
only one in the district whom they 
feared was the local landlord magnate 
who had influence with Dublin Castle. 
He did not speak of any one Party in 
this House, because he had got his dose 
of coercion from Liberals as well as Tories. 
He remembered that in 1882 a magistrate 
in his own county administered the law 
fairly and popularly. On one occasion 
that magistrate was actually cheered 
when leaying the Court House. He put 
down crime in the district. What was 
his return? Within a month he was 
sent to the most miserable spot in the 
West of Ireland. Had he been a_ fire- 
brand, had he been an autocrat who 
ordered the police to shoot, he would 
have been promoted to the finest position. 
He knew of several cases like that. His 
hon. friends also knew of cases where 
resident magistrates sympathised with 
their fellow men and would not allow 
them to be bludgeoned and shot down 
in cold blood: They were immediately 
remoyed from the positions they occupied 
and sent to the most miserable places 
that could be found for them. 

It was an extraordinary fact, which 
English Members did not realise, that of 
the 14,000 policeman in Ireland, three- 
fourths were simply rent collectors, game- 
keepers to the Irish landlords. He knew 
where night after night in the game season 
Irish policemen had marched round the 
demesnes of the landlords to protect the 
game for them. If they did not do that 
—a job which they disliked—ithey would 
suffer in the same way as the county 
inspector or resident magistrate who 
became popular with the people. Look- 
ing to the policy of the Government in 
Ireland at the present time, and to the 
crimeless state of the country, he thought 
that the terms offered by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo were such that 
no Government haying any spark of 
courage should fail to accept. He believed, 
and he was certain that he was speaking 
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for his coileagues and for the people of 
his own constituency, that the further 
the Goyernment went with coercion the 
further they were prepared to go, and 
they would undertake that as they 
smashed it before, so they would smash 
it again, [8.15.] 


*(8.45.) Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON 
said he joined in the expressions of 
regret which had arisen from all parts 
of the House with regard to the un. 
avoidable absence of the Chief Secretary- 
It was unfortunate that this debate 
should be conducted in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s absence, not that his 
defence would lose anything at the 
hands of the Attorney-General for 
Ireland, but it was always unpleasant 
to say things behind a man’s back, to 
which he could not reply. As he had 
had occasion to remark some time 
previously the position of Chief Secre- 
tary was not an enviable one. If the 
right hon. Gentleman held the scales 
impartially, he was sure to give offence 
to extreme men on both sides. It was 
a thankless and difficult task at all 
times, to try and hold the scales im- 
partially in administering justice in 
Ireland. 

He congratulated the Party to 
which the hon. Member for South 
Down belonged on having obtained in 
his person an able accession to their 
ranks. As Britons recognised the 
ability of Boers in the field, he 
did not hesitate to recognise the 
ability of any pro-Boer in this House. 
The hon. Member had a!luded to his 
unopposed return and the victory gained 
by the Nationalist Party in East Down. 
The hon. Gentleman had not entered 
the House on false pretences. He came 
in as an open and avowed supporter of 
the Nationalist Party. He had not 
come in professing to be a friend of the 
Union, while returned by the votes of 
Nationalists, nor did he brag, as a 
supporter of the hon. Member for East 
Down did after the election, that they 
had succeeded in defeating the Govern- 
ment, and then take his place on the 
Government side of the House. 

Some reference had been made by 
the hon. Gentleman to the position 
held by Roman Catholics in the city of 
Belfast ; it was not from the Protestants 
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of that city that such bitter hostility 
proceeded, as was shown by the recent 
contest for the Falls Ward, 
the contest was between two Roman 
Catholics. A great deal had been said 
as to the action of the Chief Secretary in 
dealing with the members of the United 
Irish League, and Nationalist Members 
told the House that if the United 
Irish League had had its way, Ireland 
would be Paradise Regained, whereas 
under the dominion it was unfortunately 
Paradise Lost. But there was another 
side tothe question. The House had not 
heard a word of the Protestants of Sligo 
and Leitrim, who had been compelled 
to join its ranks; they had not heard 
a word of how life had been made like 
hell for some of these people, by the 
tyranny that was exercised by the 
United Irish League. He had been 
pained to hear the words of disparage- 
ment that had been used towards that 
noble body of men, the Irish Constabu- 
lary, who, with their fellows the Dublin 
Fusiliers, had gained the approval of all 
loyal men in Ireland. 

Hon. Members opposite laughed when 
he spoke of the tyranny of the United 
Irish League. The hon. Member for 
East Mayo referred to a case of a lady 
who had been persecuted by the Govern- 
ment ; he on his side could give instances 
of persecution by the League. One lady 
Was so persecuted that she had to have 
police protection. [Cries of “Name” from 
the Irish Benches.}_ Why should he give 
her name? In order that she might be 
still further persecuted! She had police 
protection; she was not able to buy 
bread for her family, nobody would sell 
it. Another lady was unable to purchase 
parattin oil to light her house, or any- 
thing else, except at a shop whose owner 
had been boyeotted. He hoped the 
English Members would take note of the 
jeers and laughter of hon. Members 
opposite, when the bitter stories of 
these poor people were told of the 
tyranny of the United Irish League. 
| Cries of ‘* Where, where ?”] Hon. Mem- 
bers knew very well where, They knew 
all about it; perhaps hon. Members had 
assisted in some of these cases. He had 
many more cases which he could bring 
to the notice of the House, but it was 
needless to submit these poor people’s 
misery to the insults and jeers of the 

Mr. William Johnston. 


{COMMONS} 


where | 
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Nationalist Party opposite. He hoped 
the Chief Secretary would deal firmly 
with the United Irish League. The 
right hon. Gentleman was afraid that 
if he dealt strictly with it, he would be 
accused of striking a political blow at 
his political opponents. But the lives 
and liberties of poor people in the West 
and South of Ireland were in danger, 
and the blows given in their protection 
could not be too hard or too severe. 
He urged, also, the necessity of making 
boycotting a misdemeanour. | Nationalist 
eries of “Oh!” and “ Belfast.”| Hon. 
Members had Belfast on the brain. 
Did they not wish to God that the 
rest of Ireland were like Belfast? It 
was a city that any man might be 
proud of, a prosperous, progressive, aye, 
and mainly a Protestant city; a city in 
sympathy with the loyal Englishmen, 
Scotchmen, and Welshmen who were 
fighting for their King and country. 
Its inhabitants were not like those pro- 
Boers in Dublin who suggested that 
Irishmen should turn their rifles against 
the King’s soldiers instead of the King’s 
enemies in the field. 

He would not have intervened at 
all in the present debate, except that 
he felt that judgment could not be 
allowed to go by default against the 
Chief Secretary. He beliveed the right 
hon. Gentleman was doing his best to 
promote peace and prosperity in Ireland, 
and if hon. Gentlemen were really in 
earnest in their desire to see that 
country prosperous, they would en- 
deavour to put down this League, which 
had for its ultimate object the separation 
of Ireland from England, and the estab- 
lishment of an independent Parliament. 
There was some talk about compulsory 
land purchase, but its objects went far 
beyond that. That was only a means 
to an end, and the end was separation 
from England. He hoped the Chief 
Secretary might long be spared to hold 
the scales evenly and impartially, and 
that loval men of all classes, creeds, 
and political parties would assist the 
right hon. Gentleman in making Ireland 
peaceful and prosperous. 


(9.5.) Mr. P. A. MSHUGH (Leitrim, 
N.) said the hon. Member for South Belfast 
appeared to think that Sligo and Leitrim 
were centres of criminality, and that 
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the United Irish League was responsible 
for it. As a matter of fact, the League 
today was the only guarantee of peace 
and of absence of criminality in Ireland. 
The hon. Member boasted of Belfast 
and its crimelessness. According to the 
statistics in the library, agrarian crimes 
had diminished from 4,439 in 1881 to 
472 in 1891, and to 282 in 1900, the last 
year for which figures were available. In 
those same statistics, there were set out 
the crimes against morals, and in that 
table Leitrim came next to the bottom, 
Sligo was the lowest, while Antrim and 
Belfast stood at the top. In regard to 
crimes against property, Leitrim was 
again second from the bottom, while 
Antrim and Belfast were nearly at the 
top. The reason for the crimelessness of 
Leitrim and Sligo was that the people 
had joined an _ organisation whose 
highest ideal was to conduct its battle 
with the hands of the people unstained 
by crime, but the efforts of the hon. 
Gentleman from the North of Ireland 
and the officials of Dublin Castle were 
directed to the suppression of this peace- 
ful, legitimate and stainless organisation, 
in order that the people might be driven 
to crime, and the Irish National move- 
ment crushed. The United Irish League 
was first established in Leitrim for the 
purpose of aiding in the redress of a 
grievance which still continued. When 
were the Tottenham and Montgomery 
estates to be settled ? Although evictions 
had gone on for many years, andalthough 
an order was made by the Courts so long 
ago as July, 1899, for an inspection of 
the Tottenham estate, the Chief Secre- 
tary had recently declared that he could 
not say what progress had been made 
with the inspection. What was the Irish 
Government for ? 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin. St. Patrick): To 
receive salaries. 


Me. P. A. MSHUGH (continuing) said 
the Chief Secretary agreed with Lord 
Salisbury that it was the duty of the 
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| Hewson to say so. 


Government to protect minorities against | 


majorities. Their demand tonight was 


for the protection of the majority of Ire- | 


land against the minority. Ireland at 


present was governed not for the public | 


weal or the good of the majority, but for | 


the good of the minority, or what was 


supposed to be the good of the minority. | Hewson ! 
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He desired to direct the attention of the 
Attorney General to the Montgomery 
estate. A branch of the United Irish 
League was started. The receiver upon 
that estate believed that the League 
would interfere with his management of 
the estate, because, at a time when there 
was no organisation in that part of the 
country, he had succeeded in evicting 
large numbers of tenants, and in getting 
men to take the farms from which the poor 
people had been unjustly evicted. This 
man swore that the United Irish League 
had exercised such scandalous intimida- 
tion in one district that a midwife was 
prevented from attending the wife of a 
land grabber during her confinement. 
He was present at the Court in Dublin 
when the affidavit was read, and the 
Judge was satisfied that what had been 
sworn to was true, and he condemned 
the United Irish League for what he 
called its villainous proceedings. He 
should have held the same opinion if he 
had believed that the charge was true, 
but he thought it was his duty to make 
inquiries into the case on the spot. He 
did so, and he found that there was not a 
shadow of foundation for the charge. 
He found out that the woman who did 
attend the land grabber’s wife did so of 
her own free will, and according to her 
own statement she knew nothing what- 
ever about the United Irish League. 
For that very charge, which he knew to 
be false, several people were convicted. 
The falsity of that accusation he charged 
publicly to the face of Mr. Hewson at a 
meeting of the County Council of 
Leitrim. That statement was false, and 
he did not go behind the back of Mr. 
He told Mr. Hewson 
hefore that public meeting that he was a 
perjurer and a coward. Seeing that this 
official had refused to answer this charge 
of making a false statement, and seeing 
that he had refused to take action against 
him in a court of law, he asked the 
Attorney General, for the credit of the 
Government which paid this man_ his 
salary, to insist upon him either giving up 
his position, or else clearing his character 
in a court of justice. No less than four 
of his constituents were sent to gaol upon 
the strength of that affidavit which he had 
referred to. He called a public meeting 
to discuss this question, but it was 
| proclaimed lest he should intimidate Mr. 
He announced publicly that 
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he would hold the meeting in defiance of | 
that proclamation, and he did so. The | 
resident magistrate of that district said 
that anybody who took part in that 


meeting would be prosecuted, but | 
why did they not prosecute him? 
If such an outrage had been com- 
mitted in any other part of the 


United Kingdom a_ great deal 
more would have been heard of it, for 
it was a scandalous outrage upon the 
rights of the individual that people 
should be put into prison upon the | 
affidavit of a man like that, practically 
without a chance of answering the 
charge, because they could not expect 
such men to go to Dublin to pay large 
fees to lawyers. It was an abomination 
that some of his constituents should be 
put into gaol because they were mem- 
bers of the United Irish League, and 
for no other reason, upon a_perjured 
charge. One woman in his constituency 
was kept in prison for 213 days because 
she went into the house where she had 
always lived, for shelter, and from which 
she had been evicted. Dan O'Donnell 
was sent to gaol for having entered 
upon his farm from which he had been 
evicted. It was degrading that a judge 
should be called upon to act as_ bailiff 
over certain estates in Ireland. While 
the Government were ready to hand 
over the Tottenham and Montgomery 
estates to the Jews who had mortgaged 
them, they would not allow the manage- 
ment of those estates to be even discussed 
in the newspapers. They would not 
allow a resolution, passed by a branch 
of the United Irish League in regard to 
these estates, to be published in the 
newspapers. What was worse still, they 
would not allow any discussion in this 
House upon the action of the judge who 
supported the Government, and who 
got his present position for doing it. 

He asked the Attorney General to listen 
to the words uttered by a judge last 
week in Dublin, when it was brought 
to his notice that a resolution had been 
passed at a branch meeting in the 
county of Sligo, in reference to the 
management of a certain estate in that 
county. This resolution was published 
in the Sligo Champion, and Mr. Justice 
Ross said trom the Bench— 

“These newspapeis, in publishing these 
resolutions, were the principal agency in the 
conspiracy, and they will be punished. — If 


Mr. P. A. M,Hugh. 
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the editors are brought before me I'll teach 
them that to publish such resolutions is a 


| gross contempt of court, and will be punished 


severely. 


| Now, as a matter of fair play, he would 


ask whether it was fair to him that 
he should be put in a position that if 
he went over to Ireland now. as he 
intended to, and if the receiver on this 
estate brought him before Mr. Justice 
Ross, and if he refused to apologise, as 
he certainly would refuse, he should 
be sent to gaol for an article of which 
nothing beyond — reading 
it in The Times of last Saturday, 
As the Member for East Mayo had said, 
the worm would turn, and there was a 
limit beyond which patience should not be 
strained. They talked of protection for 
minorities. He asked protection for the 
majority of the people in his constituency, 
who demanded a settlement of these 
estates in order to put an end to the 
evictions. He asked the Chief Secretary 
the other day in this House when the 
estates were going to be settled, and the 
right hon. Gentleman replied that he did 
not know. He said it was not the busi- 
ness of the Government. Whose business 
was it? What were the Nationalist 
Members there for, if it was not to de- 
mand the redress of the grievances of 
the people? He asked, in the name of 
peace, order, progress, and industry, an 
answer to the question, when were these 
estates to be settled? He did not know 
whether proceedings would be taken 
against him, but he was rather inclined 
to think they would. But if so, he would 
ask those who were so anxious, and 
rightly anxious, to protect minorities, to 
give him protection against arbitrary 
imprisonment at the hands of a promoted 
landlord partisan. 


*Mr. WILLIAM MOORE(Antrim, N.): 
I rise to a point of order. I beg to ask 
whether it is in order to describe one of 
His Majesty’s Judges as a promoted land- 
lord partisan. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I do 
not think the hon. Member was out of 
order in the expression which reached my 
ears. 


Mr. P. A. M‘SHUGH said he wished to 
ask another question with respect to a 
matter on which he had already received 
an answer, but not a true answer. Last 
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year there were evictions on the Totten- 
ham estate to which he had _ referred. 
During the evictions, members of the 
United Irish League attended to show 
their sympathy with the victims of the 
evictions. A body of sixty or seventy 
men were returning to their homes after 
the evictions, and passing along a road 
where there was police barracks, and the 

lice came out from the barracks and 
ostentatiously proceeded to beat them 
upon the road. A policeman insisted on 
pushing his way through, and a row was 
created, with the result that six or seven 
men were prosecuted for having been 
engaged in an unlawful assembly. Three 
of the men were convicted by two re- 
movable magistrates at Manor Hamilton. 
He had been for a long time acquainted 
with one of these magistrates; he sat on 
the Bench with him for six years, and he 
must say that this was the most incom- 
petent man who ever sat on the Bench in 
Ireland. He asked the Chief Secretary 
the other day to give him an answer in 
regard to this matter, and the right hon. 
Gentleman gave him an answer that was 
entirely misleading and inaccurate. He 
did not think that in the absence of the 
Chief Secretary he should say more about 
it. But he would ask the attention of 
the Attorney General to what happened. 
The three men who were found guilty 
by this Coercion Court of taking part in 
an unlawful assembly appealed, and the 
judge of Quarter Sessions dismissed the 
three cases. The judge, prior to deliver- 
ing judgment, said he had held Le'trim 
as the model spot of Ireland for the 
absence of crime; he never heard of 
any case before in which there was any 
row between the police and the people of 
Leitrim, and he had been going there for 
over forty years. That wasa high char- 
acter and it was well deserved. The 
hon. Member was afraid the county 
would not long deserve it, because it 
would not be possible if the present 
action of the Chief Secretary or the 
English Government was _ pursued. 
Leitrim was one of the most peaceful 
and ecrimeless districts in Ireland, as 
statistics proved. In Leitrim there were 
twenty-four policemen for every 10,000 
inhabitants; Antrim had only thirteen, 
where the crimes were ten-fold more. 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland had 


actually sent into Leitrim an extra force 
of police, for the purpose of satisfying the 
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howling dervishes who were trying to 
urge him on to further coercion. What 
would be the result of that? Un- 
doubtedly the presence of these men 
must be a standing menace to the public 
peace. The Chief Secretary said he had 
sent these extra police in order to teach 
the people the seriousness of being 
engaged in agitation. Why should they 
not be engaged in agitation? They did 
not pretend that they were not engaged 
in agitation. They would continue that 
agitation if the Government were to 
send down every policeman and every 
Orangeman in County Antrim. That 
would not make them think differently 
from what they did at present. That 
would not settle the land question. He 
asked the Government to apply a 
remedy, but the Chief Secretary in 
obedience to the tap of the Orange drum 
sent down extra police. The judge in 
the appeal case to which he had referred 
also said that the constables when they 
heard the band playing, ifthe had been 
sensible and discreet, and did not want a 
row, ought to have turned back. The 
hon. Member asked whether the police 
authorities in Ireland had taken note of 
that statement by a judge in regard to a 
matter that had been carefully investi- 
gated. He was down in the district a 
short time ago, and he found to his 
amazement that the two constables, 
Moffat and Murphy, who were con- 
demned by the judge for having made this 
assembly an unlawful assembly, were 
still kept in the same barracks for the 
purpose of irritating the people. Very 
probably these men would be promoted. 

They heard a great deal about fair play 
and protection. He had started out by 
saying that in Ireland they wanted 
protection of the majority against the 
minority. The Government of Ireland 
today represented the minority, and were 
using their position and every power in 
their hands for the purpose of deterring 
the majority from seeking the redress of 
their grievances to which they were en- 
titled, and which it had been the very 
object of the Government from the 
foundation of the United Irish League to 
determine that they should not have. 
The Government had failed to drive the 
people to crime, and every act of theirs 
had shown that the object of these 
persecutions had been to drive the people 
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to underhand methods. The very same 
thing had been done in regard to Muffeney 
and Macguire, who were sentenced after 
conviction by a packed jury. He was 


not going into that case now, further | 


then to state that the Government of 
Ireland were responsible for bringing 
these two Mayo peasants, because they 
were members of the United Irish League, 
down to Sligo for the purpose of getting 
them convicted by an exclusively Protes- 
tant jury, and obtaining a false verdict. 
He made that charge deliberately, and 
left it there. So far as Nationalist Mem- 
hers were concerned, they had nothing to 
charge themselves with. There was no 
truth in the assertion that they insisted 
on Protestants joining the United Irish 
League. They did not insist on any one 
joining it. If a man was decent, re- 
spectable, and honourable, whether he 
was Protestant or Catholic, he was 
welcome to join the League. They were 
not a press-gang, and no man was allowed 
to join their ranks unless he was willing, 
and believed that it was right to do so. 
They had been free from crime up till 
now, and if they were driven to crime it 
would be owing to the Irish Government 


listening to the appeals of fanatics, and | 


Orange big-drum leaders; and on the 


Irish Government would rest the responsi- | 


hilitv and the blame. 


(9.50.) Mr. O'MARA  (Kiikenny, 
S.) said that after listening to the speech 
of the hon. Member for South 
they could understand that it did not 


suit the Government to have political | 


opponents of his ability at large in 
Ireland, and it would therefore surprise 
no one if that hon. Member received 
again some attentionsfrom the Director of 
Prosecutions in Ireland. They had 
listened to four speeches from these 
3enches, and one from the other side 
of the House. The speeches from these 
Benches contained allegations of injustice 
in the courts of Ireland, in support of 
which names and dates had been given ; 
but the single speech from the other 
side only contained allegations, supported 
by no names or dates, against the United 
Irish League; and if they on that side 
of the House laughed at the sad tale of 
woe told by the hon. Member for South 
Belfast, it was because no One for a 
moment gave the slightest credence to 
it. The hon. Gentleman must remember 


Mr. P. A. MtHugh. 
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Leitrim | 





Service Estimates. 99 


| that a right hon. Gentleman who sat on 
| the Treasury Bench—who, like his uncle, 
was “a master of gibes and sneers’’— 
and had recommended Irish Members to 
go tothe South of France, and drinkcham- 
pagne, had been known in Ireland ever 
since as *‘ Champagne Balfour.”’ ‘The hon. 
Member opposite had defended the 
freedom of the Press in Ireland, but 
he contended that, under the present 
régime, the Press was not free, as had 
been shown by case after case which 
had been brought before the House by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo. 

Cases had been cited in which the Land 
Commissioners had conspired to defeat 
the ends of justice; and he would bring 
before the House a few cases in which 
the police had conspired not only to 
defeat the ends of justice, but to promote 
crime. One occurred in his own 
constituency, where he might say no 
agrarian outrages and no murders had 
been committed within living memory, 
The only offence charged had been 
that of sending intimidatory letters. A 
case had been brought before the 
court recently of a letter addressed 
to a woman named Mrs. Ryan, 
which letter was alleged by the police 
to be of an intimidatory character. 
The letter simply asked Mrs. Ryan not 
to put into execution a summons against 
a tenant of hers, and the name appended 
to the letter was J. P. Walsh. Now, 
Mr. Walsh was the son of very respec- 
table parents, and there was nothing to 
be alleged against him except that he 
was a strong Nationalist, and_ hon. 
secretary of the Callan branch of the 
United Irish League. Mrs. Ryan did 
not put the summons into execution, 
for the reason that the wife of Mr. 
Tobin, against whom the summons had 
heen issued, was unwell for a portion of 
the time during which the warrant was 
running. Sergeant Sheridan took 
charge of the case against Mr. Walsh, 
and his first step was to obtain a 
requisition form under the Weights and 
Measures Act, signed by Mr. Walsh. 
The only case against Mr. Walsh was 
that the signature on that requisition 
form corresponded with the signature in 
the letter sent to Mrs. Ryan. The 
method adopted by Sergeant Sheridan 
was very striking. Fifteen days after 
‘the receipt of the letter, Sheridan went 
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to Mr. Walsh and told him that under 
the provisions of the Weights and 
Measures Act it would be necessary for 
him to make a return of his weights 
and weighing machines, declaring that 
he had no unstamped weights or weigh- 
ing machines. He (the hon. Member) 
might point out that there was no pro- 
vision to make it necessary to sign any 
such declaration. Mr. Walsh, believing 
Sergeant Sheridan, signed the document 
which the latter produced, and the 
sergeant took the document away with 
him. Now, that signature of Mr. 
Walsh’s was obtained by the fraudulent 
misrepresentation of Sergeant Sheridan, 
and it was on that signature alone that 
Mr. Walsh was committed for trial. He 
had a newspaper report of what took 
place at the trial— 


‘*Sheridan was asked: How long have you 
been Inspector of Weights and Measures ?— 
I am not Inspector of Weights and Measures 
at all. 

“ ().—Was it for the sole purpose of getting 
Mr. Walsh’s signature that you went to 
him ?—Certainly. 

‘*¢(.—And everything you told him that day 
was a lie?—There was no doubi that some 
of the things I said to him were not true. 

“*Q.—Was not everything you said a lie ’— 
Well, you may characterise it. 

““Q. —I am not going to characterise it. Was 
not everything you said about the form a lie ?— 
Well, it was. 

‘“¢(,—You took advantage of your position as 
a policeman to induce him to sign a paper, and 
now I ask you on your oath whether the state- 
ments you made were a lie?—I wanted to get 
his signature.” 


Now, would such 
done in England? 


‘‘Then the next question asked was: Was 
the statement you made to the defendant 
Walsh, about its being necessary to have a 
form filled up whether he had any weights or 
measures unstamped, a lie?—It is not true in 
the sense that it was required under the 
Weights and Measures Acts. 

“© Q.—Having got the form, you brought it to 
the barracks ?—I did. 

‘© Q.—Did you find it accomplished all you 
required ?—No, I was not satisfied with it. 
It was in pencil, and I would rather have it in 
ink. 

‘*Q.—Was that in consequence of a conver- 
sation with somebody else. or of your own 
option ?—Well, it was both; I had a con- 
versation about it with others. 

*©Q.—Who were the others?—-The Head 


a thing have been 


Constable and District Inspector Foy. 
**Q.—They knew what you were at?— 

They did. 

He was entitled to ask whether such 

proceedings as these were connived at 

by the Dublin Executive. 
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strongly of opinion that such measures 
taken by the police to obtain convictions 
were only intended to goad the people 
into crime, and to lead to agitation 
which would, in some degree, convince 
the Government that it was necessary to 
declare certain portions of the country 
under the Coercion Act. He hoped 
the Attorney General would not de- 
fend the action of Sergeant Sheridan. 
He hoped the Chief Secretary would not 
shelter himself behind the statement that 
this case was sub judice. There was no 
evidence given except by Sergeant 
Sheridan, and consequently if the 
Attorney General brought these men 
to trial he would have to countenance 
the methods adopted by the police 
in obtaining the evidence they gave. 
And if he brought these men to 
trial he could not hope to obtain a 
conviction under such circumstances. 
A similar case had recently occurred in 
Ireland, in wisich the police wanted a 
specimen of handwriting, so they went 
to the man whose writing they wanted 
to compare, and requested him to make a 
certain agricultural return; he made 
the return, and, upon evidence of hand- 
writing obtained in that manner, he was 
committed for trial, but the Executive 
in that case did net bring the man to 
trial. He suggested that in this case 
the same method should be «adopted. 
He did not know what the defence ot 
the police was for their action in this 
ease, but it was the action of the police 
in Ireland that drove the people into 
discontent and crime. 


*(10.7.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
8.) said he was unhappily absent when 
this question was raised in the debate on 
the Address, and he was glad to use 
the opportunity afforded by this debate 
for expressing the views he held in 
respect to the government of Ireland, 
and the action of the Executive which 
was now impugned. He noticed, par- 
ticularly in the case of the Chief 
Secretary, adisposition to minimise the 
gravity of the situation; and in other 
directions—in the organs of the landlord 
party—he detected a strong tendency to 
hysteria and a call for such action as 
| would inevitably intensify the mischief. 
| His own position was that of a man who 


He was | had seen, during forty years residence in 
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Jreland, four serious upheavals of Irish 
society. He had seen the Fenian 
rising; the Land League revolution ; he 
had himself been through the Plan of 
Campaign. He had seen hanging, trans- 
portation, imprisonment and penal 
servitude all at work in the name of 
Government, and he feared they were 
heading straight for one of those great 
crises which ever and anon shook things 
to their very foundations in Ireland. It 


{COMMONS} 


|in a year. 


was absolutely certain that in what he was - 


going to say he should please no Party. 
That he should give offence to Members 
opposite was quite certain; and that 
every word he said would be distorted in 
Ulster tomorrow was equally true, and 
if he spoke as he intended to speak it was 
because he dared not remain silent. He 
found the same state of things four 
times in the last forty years, ‘‘ the horse 
going round and round in the bark 
mill and never getting a step nearer 


home.’ The trouble sprang from the 
land, A League was formed, men 


addressed public meetings, they were 
sent to gaol, feeling was embittered day 
by day and hour by hour, rents were 
unpaid, men’s minds were soured, and 
all this was followed by the tyranny of 
the League on the one hand, and the 
tyranny of the police on the other. No 
one who knew Ireland would say that 
wis not a correct genesis of the trouble. 
Was the present method of governing 
Ireland to go on for ever? Was there 
no way out of it? Was this the best that 
English government could do for that 
unhappy land ? 

In his opinion there was a way out of 
it, a perfectly straight and safe way, and 
it was because he believed that, that he 
ventured to occupy the time of the House. 
This trouble came from that district in 
the W:st of 
were hatched and Land Acts were born. 


It was not in that House that Land Acts | 


were created they were created ; in the 
main in the bogs of Connaught. Why 


Ireland where revolutions | 
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Every bit of the trouble and 
disorder by which the Government were 
confronted sprang literally from the 
ground, from the bogs out of which 
these hundreds of thousands of people 
were vainly endeavouring to extract 
what was called a_ living. That 
was the source of all the trouble; 
there was no other’ cause for 
it. And, while he would support 
the Government in maintaining the 
supremacy of the law, because he 
had no hope for any country where 
the law was not supreme, he would 
ask the Attorney General for Ireland, 
who was also the Member for 
North Derry, was there not a more 
excellent way of dealing with Ireland 
than the method the Government were 
pursuing at the present time ? Would it 
not be truer statesmanship for the Govern- 
ment of a country rich and strong to 
face the terrible and horrible facts of life 
in the West of Irelandand make it a little 
more tolerable for the people who had 
to live there? They weresending men to 
gaol every day for speeches in this region 
advocating intimidation and inciting to 
boycotting, and, while it was to be deeply 
deplored, the Government could do 
nothing else. The King’s authority must 
be maintained. 

He did not complain so much of the action 
of the Government, though he thought 
there was room for complaint in that,as he 
did of their inaction. Look at the De 
Freyne estate. How many Members of 
the House had gone to gaol for language 
used in connection with that property ’ 
Some were in gaol now. It had been 
maintained that they had said in the 
West what he himself had saidinthe North; 
he did not think so, but if it was the fact 


' he should continue to say it all the same. 


| 


' the best. 


| 


was Connaught now in a state of absolute | 


disorder ? 
ment in Ireland to deal with 
agrarian crime showed that there had not 
been such a clean calendar for fifty years. 
As to ordinary crime, there was more 
crime in an English county in a week 


than there was in the whole of Ireland| De Freyne estate ; 


Mr. T. IV. Russell. 


Had the Executive Govern- | 
crime 2? | 
The figures read out that night as to | 


Connaught did not count for much at 
Cromwell, whose name was not 
much respected in Ireland, bracketed it 
withanother region and reserved it for the 
native Irish. But after the famine of 
1847 the landlords of the day took 
the fertile half of Connaught from the 
people to whom Cromwell had given it, 
and drove the people on to the stony 
wilderness and desolate bogs, and of that 
bog land the De Freyne estate was com- 
posed. There was one thing alone that 
had caused the disorder in regard to the 
not a penny of 
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economic rent could be paid out of the 
land. The rent was paid by the devotion 
of children in the slums of New York 
and the labour of Irishmen in England. 
The thing that caused the disorder on 
this estate was the action of a State 
Department, for which the Chief Secre- 
tary was responsible. He had chosen to 
spend £300,000 of public money in the 
purchase of the Dillon estate. In ordinary 
circumstances he would have thought 
that a beneficent act, but the Govern- 
ment ought to have asked themselves 
what in this case was likely to be the re- 
sult. The result was that 4,000 tenants on 
the Dillon estate paid 13s. 4d. to the 
Government instead of £1 to the 
landlords. and for those persons it 
made a new heaven and earth in 
Ireland. Had Lord Dillon given his 
estate for nothing, they would not have 
had a right to say a word, but this was 
the act of the Government, and men 
were now going to gaol in Ireland, in 
his opinion, because of this, in the cir- 
cumstances, impolitic action. This was 
The De 
Freyne tenants had struck and demanded 
the same terms as were given to the 
tenants of the Dillon estate. They did 
not know the difference between paying 
rentand dischargingaterminableannuity, 
but they did know that the Dillon 
tenants were paying 13s. 4d. while they 
were paying £1. The sale of the Dillon 
estate, under the circumstances, had 
produced the whole of this trouble and 
disorder, and filled the place with police 
until it might be taken for Johannesburg 
or Pretoria. Why should ithe Govern- 
ment stand shivering on the brink? 
The predecessor of the Chief Secretary, 
who was sitting on the Front Bench, 
fought against the pressure in his time. 
[A NATIONALIST Member: He was hunted. | 


He was not going to say anything about | 


that, he had been hunted himself ; they 
were companions in misfortune; he got 
his freedom and the right hon. Gentle- 
man got something else. His point was 
that the Government were being pushed 
from behind ; there were three or four 
great Irish landlords in the Cabinet, and 
men in this House who ought to 
represent the tenants and not the land- 
lords were busy on public platforms :n: 


Ulster hounding on the Government to. 


this stupid catastrophe. Why did not 
VOL. CIV. [FourTH SEBIFS.]” 
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the Government face the facts? One 
great, generous, statesmanlike act for 
the benefit of these poor people, and 
their police might be disbanded and 
their magistrates dismissed. Why did 
they not dothat act, and rely on the grati- 
tude of a race not incapable of gratitude 
by nature ? 


As to boycotting, there was nothing 
more horrible than the boycott, rigidly 
enforced as it had been in Ireland. 
He had seen much of it, and had felt it 
from both sides, but not at the same 
time. The hon. Member for South Antrim 
was one of those who was hounding the 
Government on to this work, but what 
could the Government do in regard to 
boycotting? It was an offence on a 
platform or in a newspaper to incite to 
boycotting. That could be punished, 
and the man who was guilty of it 
deserved to be punished. It was an 
offence to conspire with others to boy- 
cott ; that could and ought to be pun- 
ished. But when the Government had 
done that, that was all they could do. 
There were scores of men now in these 
disturbed districts who had been boy- 
cotted without a word of incitement or 
a particle of conspiracy, without any 
overt act which the Government could 
take hold of and punish. To boycott 
was not an offence, and those who were 
loudest in their condemnation of it 
were often the very first to put it 
into operation. He would tell them 
what boycotting meant in Ireland years 
ago. He once went on a mission of 
mercy to a man who had been ruthlessly 
boycotted in the south of Ireland. He 
reached Limerick, but if he had cadged 
the city from end to end he could not 
have got a carman to drive him six 
miles to that man’s house. 


Mr. JOYCE 
Limerick ! 


(Limerick) : 


Bravo 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he would 
describe to them this beleagured out- 
post of the Union. A cottage absolutely 
isolated. a police gvard, no‘other human 


‘heing hear it from, week’s ond to week’s 
‘end, a'tottage as lonely as if it had 
| bean on the South African veldt. ' There 
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was no intercourse for that man and his 
family on the roadside ; he was shunned 
wherever he went, at fair or market; 
he was as isolated as a leper when he 
went to the House of God. That was 
the picture, a picture of despair such as 
he had never witnessed before; his days 
were miserable and his nights hideous. 
T sat was an offence if they could get at 

. people who incited to it, but nowadays 
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the lesson had been so well learnt that | 


there was no incitement or conspiracy ; 
that was not needed in a lozality where | 
the people in a body walked out of the | 
Roman Catholic chapel when the Bishop’s | 
pastoral against boycottting was read. 
Such boycotting no Government, how- 
ever active, even if the hon, Member for 
South Antrim were in the Chief Secre- 
tary’s Chair at the Irish Office, couldtouch, 
Here came in what he conceived to be 
the real danger, which could never be 
absent from the minds of the Chief 
Secretary and the Executive of Ireland. | 
A man persisted in holding a field 
against what was called the opinion of 
his neighbours, and against, maybe, the 
imprudent fiat of a branch of the United | 
Irish League which dared to take the 


place of the law of the land. The right | 


of the man to hold the field was un- 
questioned and unquestionable. What 
was the history of such a case? The 
man was first rigidly boycotted, but it was 
not effective. He was tough and would 
not give way. Other forms of intimida- 
tion were then resorted to—threatening 


notices were posted, missives of a similar | 


character went through the post, and 
suddenly, some fine morning, in spite of 
police protection, that man was shot. 
How often had that taken place ? 


Ignorant people who knew nothing 
about Ireland—and they were the 
majority — blamed the League. The 
conclusion was perfectly natural, but 
the Executive Government knew wel 
enough that wherever these agrarian 
disturbances occurred, and when they 
got to a certain point, the secret societies 
came into play sooner or later. Those 
were the organisations that accomplished 
these acts. He was stating the common 
history of Ireland: If English Members 
were not prepared 'té listen vé the blain 


history of the country he ¢ould hot’ help ' 


their ignoraace,!and’they-must remain 


Mr. T. W. Russel. 
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in it; but it was a sad thing that the. 
Irish cause had to be judged by that. 
sort ofintelligence. These secret societies, 
were the organisations that accomplished. 
these desperate deeds. He would put 
this question to the Government: Were 
not the Executive aware that at the 
present moment there was a _ most 
dangerous recrudescence of secret societies 
in the West of Ireland? Was it not a 
fact that in the very centre of this 
disturbed area these societies were in- 
creasing and extending? Let them 
| proclaim the League if they liked. It 
would give trouble aud cripple the efforts 
of men who wished reform, and all the 
ignorant ard lying Press organisations. 
in London, Dublin, and Belfast would. 
rejoice and acclaim the resolve as the 
very essence of political wisdom. But 
such a proclamation would simply be the: 
signal for the secret societies that their 
time had come, and then, instead of un- 
lawful assemblies and illegal speeches,. 
| there would be murder and outrage ;. 
instead of public discussion and a dis-- 
content amenable to legislative remedy, 
‘there would be the wild doctrine of re- 
| venge; there would becourts moreeffective- 
than the Crimes Courts, and there would be- 
inaugurated a reign of terror such as he 
had lived through more than once, but 
which, in the interests of both England 
and Ireland, he never desired to live 
through again. 


He might possibly be asked, what 
ought the Government to do? It 
was quite clear that they could not stand 
idly by and see the law broken and the- 
decrees of the Courts defied, and made of 
no effect. There could be no hope for: 
_any country in which the law was not 
supreme. If one man told another not 
to pay rent, he committed an offence and 
must take the consequences. By all 
means enforce the law, but do it in 
decency and in order, and when they 
had done it, let them try to give serious 
attention to the facts of the case. A 
brilliant Irish writer, in a book recently 
published, made one of his characters 
say— 

“England and Englishmen will begin to 
understand Ireland and Irishmen somewhere 
about the Day of general Judgment.” 
ithén naively adding— 


“Bat as we shall have to part company 
then, the discovery will be of no use.’ 
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What were the facts? They were per-| each other, agreeing to differ both in 
fectly understandable by those who cared | politics and in religion—how long were 
to look them in the face. In regard to the | they to wait? Arthur Young, more than 
government of Ireland, England had got a century ago, declaimed against this 
into one of those tight places which came | horrible, festering, crowded area. Gordon 
as regularly as the seasons. Up to 1869, | went and saw it, and he did not talk 
the policy of England towards Ireland about treason. He stormed about it, 
was plain and in a sense defensible. It | and wept bitter tears over it. The First 
was the policy of conquest. Everything | Lord of the Treasury went to it not so 
in the country belonged to the repre-| very long ago, and was appalled at the 
sentatives of the conqueror —Church, | sights he saw, and to his immortal 
land, county government, Parliamentary | honour he promptly did what he could 
representation—everything was in their by way of remedy at that time. How 
hands. That was a policy which, with long was it to be more stick, more 


the aid of the army and the police, might 
be enforced. But the moment when, in 
1869, they ended the Church as an Estab- 
lishment, revolutionised the land system, 
handed the county government over to 


the majority of the people, and placed on | 


the Benches opposite three-fourths of the 
representation of Ireland, the policy of 
conquest became impossible. They could 
not work the two systems, and they must | 
try to find the via media if it was possible 
to do so. Today they had the remnants 
of conquest allied to the beginnings of | 
democracy and reconciliation. Up to a} 
point their policy was thorough ; there | 
was no trouble arising from the Church, 
local government, or the representation of | 
the people ; it was only on the land that | 
they failed. It was there that they stuck | 
fast, and it was because the land trouble | 
was there, that they were discussing this 
matter on that occasion. Remedy this, | 


_ police, more passionate speeches, more 


imprisonment, more trouble to England, 
and more trouble tothe House? If these 
people were a Continental people, Con- 
naught would breed anarchists. They 
were devout Roman Catholics and virtu- 
ous citizens, and they deserved a better 
fate than the English Government had 
meted out to them throughout the 
century. His position—this was not 
under the Home Office, and his right 
hon. friend need not laugh— 


*Mr. RITCHIE : I beg your pardon; I 
did not laugh at all. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he was 
glad to be mistaken. There never had 
been a time when there were not men in 


and they would buy out, not, perhaps, | that House as callous and as heartless as 
the entire fee-simple of Irish discontent, | +). men who had been laughing that 


but a great portion of it. The area of | night. But their folly had found them 
acute trouble was not so large, after all, | 


age out, and they had paid a bitter price for 
and the land question in the western |i: ‘Land Act after Land Act had been 
region was a wholly different one from that | estat iaahdtiieline: tatty unbeeeh 
in the province of Ulster. A wise states- | ear: 6 P 


man would act, as regarded that area, at | and their laughter, and he ventured to 


‘ nea ie Ngee say that what had been was the thing 
once. He would revert—if he might be | thet would. be. The only: question wes 


forgiven for saying it—to the licy of | > ; 
Oliver Cromwell. He would ies to it how long the mischief was to continue. 


that the province, none too fruitful at | How long was England to be disgraced 





the best, was, at all events, reserved for | 
the people, and that the best half of it 


should not be turned into a sheep-walk | 


or cattle-run. He would see to it that | 


the fertile land with all the old evidences | 
| Eng and, and fed as no pauper was fed in 


of cultivation and of ruined homes, was 
given back to the people, not as a gift, 
but under a second settlement. How 
long were men who really loved their 
country, who desired to see Ireland loyal 
to the Throne and to Parliament, law | 
supreme,. and men living at peace wan | 


_ by the existing state of things ? How long 
| were tens of thousands of human beings 


to try to scratch life out of a bit of bog, 
living in houses not so good as Kaffir 
kraals, clad as no pauper was clad in 


England? This state of things was the 
result of the Irish land system. It 
was the result of the neglect of 
Parliament. God knew how strongly he 
felt, and perhaps he had spoken too 
strongly [‘* No, no!”’] but he wanted to 
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warn the Government that the mere 
enforcement of the law was not 
enough. Jf they meant to conquer the 
affection of the Irish people they must get 
at the root of the trouble and erase that 
trouble from their brain. 
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*(10.45.) Mr. ATKINSON: I am 
sure the Committee will share with 
me the regret which I feel that my 
right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland is not here tonight to defend 
his policy, and answer, as I know he 
could answer, the criticisms which have 
been passed upon him. I hope the Com- 
mittee will grant me its indulgence while 
I trespass for a short time upon its 
patience in order to touch upon the 
main topics in the debate. It is perfectly 
impossible that I should follow all the 
different speakers upon the various details 
upon which they have addressed the 
Committee. I have listened with great 
interest and with some curiosity to the 
eloquent and impassioned speech which my 
hon. friend the Member for South Tyrone 
has delivered, and I ask myself what is to 
be the sequel to it, and what is the practical 
step that he suggests? He has described 
in most moving language the horrible, 
the cruel, and the merciless tyranny of 
boycotting. He describes the result and 
the tremendous difficulty in bringing the 
perpetrators of boycotting to justice. I 
wish that those of our critics who censure 
the Government so severely had only some 
practical knowledge of the difficulties. 
But is boycotting to be tolerated 1 
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crime. What is the practical step 
that my hon. friend suggests? He 
says, indeed, that this disturbance 


has arisen in the West of Ireland because 
the Government have purchased the 
and that tenants on 
that estate have thereby got a reduc- 
tion of rent; and that therefore it is 
but natural that the tenants on the ad- 
joining estates should desire to get the 
same reduction. I do not, however, 
think it is legal to combine either by 
terrorism or fraud to effect this purpose, 
and the Government would be beneath 


contempt which permitted it. However 
unsatisfactory the law may be, and 
however desirable to charge it and 


bring about another state of things, 
while it is the law it must be 
obeyed. If my hon. friend’s principle 
were adopted, then the moment an estate 
is purchased by the Congested Districts 
Board, the tenants upon all the adjoining 
estates would be immediately justified in 
demanding the same conditions. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I said -they 
were wrong. 


* Mr. ATKINSON: How, then, does 
my hon. friend propose that the 
Board should act? Are the Board 
never to purchase an estate, because, 
if it does, it must know that neigh- 
bouring tenants would think them- 
selves justitied in refusing to pay more 
than was paid on that estate? That 


| would paralyse the Congested Districts 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I said no. 


| cates. 


Board, unless there is that universal 
purchase which the hon. Member advo- 
Even universal purchase would 


‘not deal with more than a fraction of the 


*Mr. ATKINSON: Is boycotting by any | 
society or association which attempts to 
raise itself above the law, and which lends | 
itself to the commission of crime to be | 
permitted? I have heard it said tonight 
that there is no crime in Ireland. In one 
sense that is absolutely true, and I do, 
not think there is any other country of | 
the same size and with the same popu-| 
lation where there is so little crime, of 
violence, or fraud, as in Ireland. But 
boycotting is a crime, and intimidation is 
a crime, and I regret to say that 
in some parts of Ireland there is 
much of both of this description of 
T. W. Russell. 


Af, 


aud 


cases of boycotting in this district, for 
they mainly arise not between landlord 
and tenant, but between the present 
owners of farms and men who held them 
years ago. I regret that I cannot follow 
my hon. friend into many points in his 
eloquent speech, and the Committee does 
not expect me, I am sure, to foreshadow 
what is the agrarian policy of the country. 
When some statesmanlike attempt is 
made to solve that most complex of all 
problems which ever confronted any 
statesman, it should be remembered that 
it was a Unionist Government which first 
approached the problem of distress in 
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Ireland; and if hope and joy has been 
brought into the homes of the tenantry 
of the West of Ireland, they have the 
present First Lord of the Treasury to 
thank for it more than any other human 
being. When the 
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Bill creating the | 


Congested Districts Board was before the | 
House I do not remember that it received | 


any enthusiastic support from hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. 


Mr. DILLON: You had me locked in 
Galway Gaol all the time. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: The Irish Govern- 
ment have, I believe, since the passing of 
that Act, shown themselves most anxious 


to aid in putting in force the 
policy of the Congested Districts 
Board. The Board have purchased 
several estates, and are desirous of 


purchasing more if they are suitable for 
the relief of those districts, and will carry 
out the policy of the Act, but we cannot 
ally ourselves with crime in order to effect 
it. We cannot and will not pass a 
measure to enforce the sale of these 
estates. The hon. Member for East Mayo 
asks me what is the policy of the Govern- 
ment? I have to thank the hon. Member 
on behalf of the Government for his great 
generosity in warning us against the 
course we are pursuing, for he has told us 
that it will lead to our suicide. The hon. 
Member has also said that there is no 
course that could be suggested which 
would so much promote the interests of 
the National League as the course we are 
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and to promote by every just and 
rational means the prosperity of Ireland. 
It is said that agitation is always 
necessary to secure reform. But in the 
five years 1895 to 1900, when there was 
no Land League and no United Irish 
League in active operation, and no boycot- 
ting or intimidation worth mentioning, 
yet there were passed the Land Act of 
1896, the Local Government Act of 1898, 
and the Agricultural Rating Act. I 
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regret that the peaceful state of things 


then prevailing has changed. But our 
duty is not to change; our duty is to 


carry out the same policy, although the 


adopting. I therefore congratulate the hon. | 


Member upon his self-sacrifice. He has 
told us that we never shall govern Ireland 
successfully, save in one way, and that is 
by granting Home Rule. I think, how- 
ever, he has addressed that warning in 
the wrong direction, for our opinions 
upon that question are fixed. I believe 


that some of the opinions on the other | 


side of the House on this subject are also 
fixed, although with some hon. Gentlemen 
they seem to be in a fluid state. But 
these warnings are as uselessly addressed 
to convinced Unionists as to convinced 
Home Rulers; though they may 
be with advantage addressed 
some of the occasional Home Rulers. 


The policy of the Government is the | 


same as it has been from the first—to 


to | 


maintenance ofthe law may be more 
difficult and trying. We have enforced it 
wherever we have had evidence to enable 
us to enforce .t. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): And 


without evidence. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : I regret deeply that 
there is not more evidence. I regret that 
the peaceful state of things then prevail- 
ing has changed, and that a system of 
terrorism is now practised. 1 do not 
know whether any person who professes 
to be a well-wisher of Ireland will rejoice 
at that. I wish what I say could 
reach the ears of those who suffer under 
this base and cruel tyranny, so that 
they might learn that the law is their 
best friend and that they have only to 
stand up against those petty tyrants 
whose courses are as cowardly as they 
are criminal, and soon their hated sway 
would terminate. 


I have heard it said that there is 
nothing new in. Ireland. Well, I 
do not think there ever is. The 
hon. Member for Cork is certainly the 
author of this most acute phase of the 
agrarian struggle on the present occasion. 
He has brought about coercion now, but 
that is not wonderful, for he brought 
it about before. I should be sorry to 
quote from any authority on the 
Unionist side, but I may quote from one 
of his own Party who, I suppose, knew 
him and his designs. I find that Dr. 
French Mullen, on the 6th March, 1895, 
is reported in the Freemun’s Journal to 


maintain the Union, to uphold the law, | have said that if the Tory Party was 








107 Supply—Cwwil 


returned to power he had no expecta- 
tion that they would go back to the 
policy of coercion for two reasons—Mr. 
Balfour would probably be Premier and 
would have the sense to see that coercion 


was played out, and secondly, he did not | 
believe that Mr. William O’Brien, who | 


was responsible for the establishment of 
coercion before, would find a new 
Tipperary to force the Tories to inflict 
coercion on the country again. That is 
exactly the work he is engaged in. He 
is trying to found a-.new Tipperary. 
{An Hon. Member: Where?|  Be- 
cause I find that on the 27th September, 
1901, before any reduction whatever 


was made on the Dillon estates, before | 


the tempting spectacle was offered to the 
neighbouring De Freyne _ tenants 
of getting. a reduction of rent, 
the hon. Member’ for Cork 
started this campaign which is 
now represented to be the spontaneous 
out-growth of the discontent of the people. 
On 27th September he wrote— 


‘**T have already taken the liberty to suggest 
that the only means of bringing this question 
of compulsory sale and the terms of the purchase 
to an issue in the south is that the tenants on 
each estate should make a combined demand 
next November for an abatement of rent 
equivalent to that obtained by the tenant pur- 
chasers under the Acts of 1885 and 1590, in 
their neighbourhood, and that every landlord 
who refuses should be taught the urgency, the 
practicability, and the justice of the demand, by 
being placed on the same level as the grabber, 
and subjected to all the inconvenience the 
people in the lawful right of combination are 
able to inflict.” 


That is the cruel and merciless plan my 
right hon. friend the Chief Secretary so 
much condemns. Now, Isay that is a 
direct suggestion to any man to enter into 
this combination. The first casethat offered 
was the De Freyne estate. It so happened 
that in carrying out the purchase of the 
Dillon estate the tenants got a reduction 
of 6s. 8d. per £1, and not by the spon- 
taneous action of the tenants at all, but 
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I do not suppose that hon. Gentlemen 
| opposite will deny that from the very start 
| they have advocated boycotting. 1 could 
| quote numbers of cases where that was 
done. I do not suppose that they will really 
be disposed to contradict me, but in orderto 
show that I am not unfairly representing 
the action they took, I will take the 
liberty of citing to the House two or three 

eases. Here is the story of Mr. O’Brien, 
the hon. Member for Cork. As reported 
in the Freeman's Journal of the 30th April, 
1899, speaking at Westport, he said— 


“Tf men are found selfish enough to break 
through such rules and send their cattle to graze 
on those lands, then, here and now the people 
should make up their minds to treat these men 
as public enemies with whom no man will hold 
any more friendship or fellowship than if he 
were a man that you caught setting fire to 
your house, for that is what they are doing— 
they are literally burning the people out of 
the country. . . But I do say openly, 
that the first business of every. branch of this 
League ought to be to blackball every eleven 
months man, and every grabber, to ostracise 
him, to exclude him from the society of his 
fellow men, just as thoroughly as if he lived 
amidst the sands of the Sahara Desert. 
(Cheers.) You cannot make a revolution with 
rose-water, and you cannot leave the grazing 
ranches of Connaught idle on the landlords’ 
lands unless every branch draws a ring of social 
excommunication round every man who is 
aiding the landlords in their depopulation of 
Connaught. You ead let him bask 
in the society of his extra police guards. 
(Laughter.) Don’t look at a heast of his in the 
fair. (Cheers.) If he isa shopkeeper in the 
town making a few shillings on the people, 
don’t enter his shop. (Cheers )” 


I might multiply these cases ad infini- 
tum. I think that is a crime which 
should not be passed by. 


Mr. DILLON: Why has he not been 
prosecuted ? 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I intend at once 
to deal with the hon. Gentleman’s point. 
He admits that it is a crime. 


in pursuance of a policy determined before- | 


hand. This campaign was started to 
induce the tenants to enter into a con- 
spiracy to withhold as much rent from 
Lord De Freyne as would equal the advan- 
tages which the Dillon tenants derived 
under the land purchases that had been 
effected. 1 say that is a crime. It is 
deliberate and organised crime. 


Mr. Atkinson. 


Mr. DILLON : I do not admit it. 


* Mr. ATKINSON : [have shown that 
boycotting and intimidation is a crime, 
and the hon. Gentleman opposite, I 
suppose, will admit that if it is a crime, it 

| ought to be punished by the law. From 
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observations which fell from him on a pre- | 
vious occasion, we may take it for 
granted that he thinks the Government 
of the day ought to try to punish such 
crimes by means of trial by jury, and 
only adopt other methods when they 
have found that juries are ineffective. I 
submit that you are not obliged, before | 
you have recourse to other methods 
ready to your hand, to prove by a, 
series of abortive trials causing infinite 
harm that juries will not act. I 
say that you must have regard to all 
the surrounding circumstances, the class 
from which they are drawn, the in- 
fluences which are brought to bear 
upon them, and the offences the men 
brought before them are accused of 
having committed ; and then, if 
you come to the conclusion that you 
cannot get them to act, you will do 
an injury to the public peace by 
having abortive trial after abortive trial 
before you bring the offenders to justice. 
[A NATIONALIST MemBer: What about 
England ?] I would do the same for 
England if there was the same kind of 
teaching. I could show that three- 
fourths of the persons on the jury lists 
in the counties of Roscommon, Mayo, 
and Sligo are farmers. I find that the 
hon. Member for Waterford, in a speech 
reported in the Freeman’s Journal of 21st 
October, 1900, said at Maryborough— 
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‘Why, crime and outrage do not make you | 
dangerous to England. On the contrary, crime | 
and outrage play directly into the hands of 
your enemies. They constitute a justification 
hefore the whole world for any repressive 
measures that may be adopted ; but as long as 
you keep your hands unstained by anything 
in the nature of crime against the laws of God— 
I speak not of the law of the land, because 
most of it is bad and ought to be broken - 
(cheers)—but so long as you keep your hands 
unstained by any crime against the laws of 
God, and so long as you make your movement | 
a power in Ireland, and a danger every day 
and every night in the year to English Govern- 
ment, so long will you have some chance of 
obtaining some remedy of some sort, at any 
rate of your grievances (cheers).” 
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what means happen for the moment to be the 
most practical. 1f those means and methods 
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( do not transgress the laws of God, I for one 


care very little what other laws they may 
transgress (cheers).” 


On 20th October the hon. Member for 
East Mayo is reported by the same paper 
of 20th October, 1901, to have said— 


“Tf you mean when you go from this en 
form today, in all the parishes which have 
sent delegation to this meeting, to apply your- 
selves as men to the great task of enrolling 
every man and boy in your parishes in the 
ranks of the United Irish League —(cheers)— 
and of making the rules of the League the law 
of your parish, then I say that the day is at 
hand when landlordism and foreign rule will 
tumble in ruins in Ireland (cheers).” 


I might cite other speeches to the same 
effect. By the law of the land boycotting 
is a crime ; by the law of the League it 
is not. If it is wrong by the law of the 
land, would it not be a farce to put into 
the jury-box men who are influenced by 
the teaching that they are to obey the 
law of God, not the law of the land? 
Who is to be the arbiter, who is to decide 
whether boycotting is in accordance with 
the law of God or not? It is certainly 
not the law of their religion, and it is not 
the law of their Church. I could read 
pastoral after pastoral in which dis- 
tinguished prelates have told their flocks 
that the Church has condemned the system 
of boycotting and the Plan of Campaign. 
I think the Government would be false 
to its duty if, convinced not only by the 
many cases in which the jury have failed 
to act on the evidence, but convinced 
that these men, by the teaching they 
received, their surroundings, and their 
keen sympathy with the accused, would 
not act on the evidence, they had not 
taken the course they had taken, and 
changed the tribunal. The jurors 
drawn from the district unquestion- 
ably believed the agitation that these 
men were carrying on would redound 
to their advantage, and they were 
told by those they most trusted that 


|what these men were accused of was 


The same advice was repeated by the 
hon. Member for Cork, who is reported 
by the Freeman’s Journal of 3rd Septém- 
‘er, 1900, to have said— 


“What youand I want above all other 
things is to bundle English rule out of the | 
country (cheers). As to the means by which 


it is to be done that is altogether a question of | 


| the administration of the law. 


a holy, a right, and a good thing. It was 
preposterous, therefore, to make such men 
jurors and ask them to bear their part in 
I think it 
has been suggested that the Chief Baron, 
in the judgment so often referred to, was 
of opinion that the Court below acted 
entirely iliegally. 








111 


Mr. DILLON: The Attorney General 
is grossly misrepresenting what I said. 
What I said was that the Chief Baron 
held that the whole proceedings in the 
Court below were illegal ab initio. 
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*Mr. ATKINSON: The reason the 
Chief Baron gave for that decision, was not 
that the men were not guilty of a crime 
which could not be punished by the 
Crimes Act, but that the summons was 
defective, because it contained two 
charges, over one of which, in his opinion, 
the magistrates had jurisdiction, and over 
the second of which they had no juris- 
diction. Therefore, the only difference 
between him and his brethren, as he 


himself said, was merely upon the 
construction of the summons. His 
brethren construed it as containing 


one charge of unlawful assembly, and 
he considered there were two charges, 
one of unlawful assembly, and a substan- 
tive charge over which the magistrates 
had no jurisdiction. 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose Burghs) : 
Did not the Chief Baron say that in his 
opinion when the defendants were 
charged before the magistrates they had 
aright to say, as they did say, through 
their counsel, ‘* You have no power to try 
us?” 


* Mr. ATKINSON: Certainly. 


Mr. MORLEY: And did not the 
Chief Baron say further that he held the 
proceedings illegal in their inception and 
illegal throughout, and that the convic- 
tion could not be lawfully made? That 
is the conviction under which Members 
of this House are at this moment 
suffering imprisonment. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I admit that the 
Chief Baron said that there was no 
jurisdiction, and that the proceedings 
were void from their inception, but the 
reason he gave was that the summons 
comprised two charges instead of one, 
and that over the second the magistrates 
had no jurisdiction. The three judges 
decided contrary to that view, and that 
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was the decision of the court. The Chief 
Baron is the last man to claim infallibility. 
I wish to join ‘in everything that has 
been said in his praise. He is a great 
judge and a great lawyer, but he is not 
infallible ; he has been wrong before and 
I dare say he will be wrong again. But 
whether the Chief Baron was right or 
wrong in this case is a matter I have no 
right to discuss. In reply to the charges 
brought against the police, I say that, if 
the police have been guilty of any of the 
things which have been laid to their 
charge, the sufferers have a _ ready 
remedy ; and the best proof that they 
are innocent is that they have not been 
brought to book. The policy of the Gov- 
ernment is, as it has been, to promote the 
social well-being of Ireland, to separate 
and distinguish political action from 
criminal action, to give the widest field 
to the advocacy of political theories. but 
not to hold back from the primary duty 
of throwing the protection of the law 
around even the meanest citizen. That 
duty they will pursue calmly, resolutely, 
and determinedly to the end. 


(11.23.) Mr. J. MORLEY: I only 
want to make one or two short remarks 
on what has fallen from the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman, and to complete the 
point which arose out of the reference 
to the judgment of Chief Baron Palles. 
What I wish to say is this. Of course 
I entirely agree that it would be the 
height of presumptien, not in him, but 
in me, to say that the Chief Baron was 
right and the other three Judges who «ut 
with him were wrong. I should not 
attempt for a moment to say anything 
of the kind, though I have a_ pretty 
strong prepossession as regards the repu- 
tation of the Chief Baron and that of the 
three other learned Judges. But that is 
not the point. Let us grant, if you 
please, that it may be possible that the 
Chief Baron’s view in this case was not 
a sound one, though that could not be 
proved unless it were so decided by 
the House of Lords. The point is this. 
The charge here is that the people of 
Ireland are not loyal, and it s said even 
that they cannot have Home Rule till 
What I 
want to know is, how can you expe:ta 


}community to be loyal when this can 
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happen, that the most learned Judge 
in Ireland—and I have heard great 
English Judges say that he is one of the 
most learned and competent common law 
Judges in the Kingdom—says distinctly 
that these proceedings are, from their 
inception and in every stage of them, 
illegal, void, and ought to be quashed— 
when he says that, and, nevertheless, 
under this exceptional law—the Crimes 
Act—you find some of the Irish repre- 
sentatives in this House are taken and 
locked up, and others are, as I hear, ina fair 
wav of being taken—how can you expect 
the population, when they see a spectacle 
of that kind, to feel any loyalty towards 
the system ? I know very well the difficul- 
ties of Irish government. A Coercion 
Act has its advantages; it facilitates a 
rough and ready administration, which 
we are now seeing examples of; but the 
great point I always felt in Irish adminis- 
tration was, not to go one inch ahead of the 
absolute necessity imposed upon me by 
the difficulties of the situation. We had 
difficulties, but somehow or another, 
without the Coercion Act, and without 
these exceptional Courts— 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I think you had to 


abandon a prosecution. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: We may have had 
to abandon a prosecution. I have for- 
gotten the circumstance, but the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman is rather 
rash in challenging me upon that point. 
The condition of Ireland from 1892 to 
1895, when we somehow or other kept 
order, was certainly better than today, 
when you are obliged, by your own 
account, to resort again to this excep- 
tional legislation. Therefore it is an 
extremely irrelevant argument to say 
that we had to abandon this or that. 
Take the broad fact. Nobody knows 
it better than the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, who has made one of the 
most interesting and eloquent speeches I 
have ever heard in this House. My 
hon. friend in those days was rather less 
regenerate than I am glad to find he is 
now. He brought a vote of censure 
upen me every week. The principal 
result was that by patience, perseverance, 
and steadiness, and by discreet police 
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| administration, with all respect to any- 


body who differs from me—we stood no 
nonsense—but somehow or other we got 
the country into a much better position 
when we left it than when I took the 
reins of office. A journal not favourable 
to my opinions—The Times—said— 

‘““We cannot deny that the condition of 


Treland today is much worse than it was when 
Mr. Morley dropped the reins.” 


Therefore, whatever else you may say of the 
views I hold, I think Iam right in saying 
that the Government was, administra- 
tively speaking, not unsuccessful when 1 
held the reins. 


The Attorney General has passed over 
the cases that were mentioned by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo with 
reference to the excess of the police force. 
I am the last man, and have always been, 
to bring any charges against the Irish 
police. I was present on one occasion 
when there was a gross excess of force, 
and I ventured to say so. But in the 
case of Belfast and the West of Ireland 
during the whole of our administration, 
there were temptations to excess of force, 
but on none of those occasions, somehow 
or other, was it such an excess of force as 
to call for any interference or protest from 
any body of Gentlemen in this House ; 
and the reason was, I think, that in our 
day in Dublin Castle the watchword was, 
‘* Do not interfere with a meeting or 
sathering.” There were plenty of meet- 
ings attempted in our time—meetings 
undoubtedly illegal were attempted. 
The promoters were told that they should 
not be held under conditions which 
involved any danger to any individual. 
I do not believe in our three years there 
was a single case where any one had 
reason to complain of want of protection 
or an excess of force. Why? The Irish 
police are a most admirable body, against 
whom I have never said anything ; on 
the contrary, I have stood up for them 
in this House against my hon. friends 
below the gangway. But they take their 
cue undoubtedly from Dublin Cast e. Do 
not let it be understood that I wish to 
say more than I do. I seetworight hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who have been Chief 
Secretaries, and I do not allege that they 
have ever said to the police: ‘ Do what 
you like ; be as rough and brutal as you 
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please.” Certainly not ; but there is a| what is called “given myself away,” my 


disposition, almost inevitable 
inspectors, if they know that there is in | 
Dublin Castle a Chief Secretary or some | 
one who is determined that if there is an | 
excess of force or a readiness to baton a | 
crowd they will be remonstrated with 
and, if cause arises, punished for it. [| 
remember well my last tenure of that) 
office. There was a certain kind of | 
meeting—I forget what it was —a 


memorial meeting which Irish Nation- | 


alists chose to hold. It had been the 
practice of my predecessor, the present 
First Lord of the Treasury, to put down 
these meetings. I said that I should 
detest what was said at those meetings, 
but let them have their meetings so long 
as there was no provocation to disorder or 
active disloyalty or persecution of 
individuals. They had their meetings, 
and I think they never wanted to have 
any more. As [ listened to the story 
told by the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
I felt that if the Chief Secretary or the 
Lord Lieutenant were to say “Let them 
have their meetings ; let them say pretty 
much what they like, provided it does not 
lead to wrong done to an individual or to 
a large breach of the public peace ”—if 
that cue were given to the Irish police, 
we should not have heard those stories, 
which I am bound to say I regard as 
thoroughly scandalous. 


The Normoyle case is a story to which 
the right hon. Gentleman did not refer, and 
I do not wonder at it. I do not want to 
use unmeasured language. The House was 
not very full when it was told, but if hon. 
Members had heard that story, which was 
not disputed by the right hon. Gentlemen, 
they would have said that such a proceed- 
ing is a disgrace to any Government under 
whom it takes place. I am not going to 
argue with the right hon, Gentleman as 
to the significance of his admission about 
Ireland being, as he said, crimeless. [{ Mr. 
ATKINSON: Crimes of violence.} The 
Chief Secretary said that Ireland was 
practically crimeless, and there is no doubt 
about it, I share all the apprehensions 
of the hon. Member for South Tyrone, 
and I think his predictions are likely to 
come true as the result of a restless feel- 
ing. There always is restlessness in 
Ireland after a certain amount of peace 
and quietness. Yes, but why? If hon. 
Gentlemen opposite think that I have 


Mr. J. Morley. 


among answer is that this restlessness grows up 


because of your bad system and bad 
traditions of government in Ireland—be- 
cause of your system of governing the 
country with all the apparent apparatus 
of consent, and yet really by exceptional 
criminal law, and by a police force which 
is practically a military body. That is 
the reason why the country becomes rest- 
less. The people do not lead a true 
national life, and, therefore, there is no 
room for them, as there is for us in this 


/country, to have a true normal develop- 


ment of national life. Therefore they fall 
into those excesses which no one dislikes 
more than I do, and which no one _recog- 
nises more than I do that the Government 
must deal with. But I return to the 
old quarrel of which the Committee is 
probably as tired as I am—that the 
restlessness will continue so long as you 
continue in your attempt to govern the 
country by force, while, at the same 
time, giving it in appearance all the 
apparatus of self-government, sending 
their Members here and giving them 
local government, for which you will 
smart before you are many years older. 
Lord Salisbury was perfectly right when 
he said in October, 1885, that a large 
central governing body in Ireland would 
be calculated to correct all the errors 
and excesses into which local bodies 
might fall. hat was one of the most 
statesmanlike things that Lord Salisbury 
ever said. It was an argument used on 
the eve of a General Election, and the 
point of it was—and we all thought it a 
good point—that you had better give a 
large scheme of self-government than 
give a number of centres, each one of 
which might be rather a curse to the 
Irish themselves, and certainly a great 


torment and plague to the British 
Government. 
I do not think, Sir, that any- 


thing has been said tonight which will 
relieve the Government of the immense 
responsibility which they are now taking 
upon their shoulders. They have taken 
this responsibility in a more aggravated 
degree even since the debate on the 
Address. Nothing has been said tonight 
which does not show that the Govern- 
ment are on the inclined plane which is 
going to lead them in two or three years 


into the very position described by the 
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on. Member for South Tyrone. 
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But | because more of them were in the happy 


sho is the hon. Member? He is not a| condition of not having heard anything 


rn Home Ruler. 


He is not one of | about the case at all, as the House was 


hose who became Home Rulers in 1886. | empty while his hon. friend was describing 
He was one of those who fought our | it, and they had not the advantage of the 
jovernment in 1892 with more strenu-/| intelligent appreciation of the hon. Gen- 


ysness than anyone then sitting on this 
ide of the House. And yet the hon. 
Gentleman who fought that battle with 
ach pertinacity, even he has come 
rund to see that the system which you 
entering upon is a system which is 
ninous {for any chance of happiness in 
jrland, and which is ruinous to the 
ability of any Government in England. 



























(11.45.) Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR (Liver- 
wool, Scotland) said he did not in the 
jst intend to stand in the way of the 
division, which he understood was to be 
uken, especially as another opportunity 
{ discussing the Vote on Report would 
rise, when they would have the advan- 
tage of the presence of the Chief Secretary, 
rhose absence they all regretted. He 
rished to allude to one or two of the 
pints which had been raised in the course 
of the debate. He desired to call the 
ittention of the Committee to a most 
rmarkable omission from the speech of 
the Attorney General. He had been an 
uwilling observer of the manoeuvres, if 
he might say so without offence, of the 
(hancellor of the Exchequer, who was at 
present leading the House with his usual 
ability. He was afraid that the right 
bon. Gentleman was responsible for the 
curtailment of the speech of the Attorney 
General. But all he could say was, that 
itwas unfortunate that the Attorney 
General should have omitted to answer 
precisely the cases upon which his hon. 
inends desired information. One of 
these was the Kilmaine case, and the 





ease could they get a single word of 
iplanation, of answer, or of defence. He 
hid observed with some surprise, and 
perhaps with a little sense of scandal, 
that when the Normoyle case was referred 
to by his hon. friend, several hon. Mem- 
ters below the gangway. by interruptions 
ind exclamations, expressed entire agree- 
ment with the action of the Government 
nregard to it. It was quite easy for 
hon. Gentlemen to express agreement 


with the action of the Government, | 


| 


tlemen who now applauded the action of 
the Government. ‘That being so, he was 
under the painful necessity of recapitu- 


lating in a few sentences the facts of the 


‘case. Mrs. Normoyle, it was said, was 


boycotted, and was denied the opportunity 


'of plying her business, which was that of 


_before two resident magistrates. 


selling milk. Several men were prose- 
cuted on that charge, and were brought 
Mrs. 
Normoyle was examined, and refused to 


_give any evidence of either having been 


intimidated or of feeling intimidated. 
Her husband was brought up, and he 
also refused to give any evidence of having 
been intimidated, and one or two other 
members of the family were also brought 
up with a similar result. [An Hon. 


| Member: Hear, hear!] He observed that 


ther the Normoyle case ; but in neither | 


the hon. Member opposite who had inter- 
rupted him, and whom he recognised as.a 
member of the legal profession, gave 
what was cal.ed an ironical cheer, by 
which he understood the hon. and learned 
Member to mean that those people did 
not give evidence because they were 
intimidated against giving it. He would 
answer that presently. The prosecuting 


counsel thereupon treated his own 
witnesses as hostile and  cross- 
examined them, and the  magis- 
trates also treated them as_ hostile, 


and committed them to prison for con- 
tempt of court, and when the case was 
ended the Magistrates declared simul- 
taneously that there was no case made 
against the defendants, but at the same 
time they would have to go to gaol for 
three months. That was a proceeding 
which had not only the high authority 
of the Magistrates, but also the approval 
of the hon. and learned Member opposite. 
The hon. and learned Member was 
evidently of opinion that those people did 


not declare that they were intimidated 


because they were afraid to do so. He 
supposed it would not be denied that 
evidence and proof were required in a 
criminal case, but in that case, when the 
witnesses declared they were not intimi- 


' dated, it was taken as showing that they 


were. Was there ever a more absurd 
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contradiction of the laws of evidence, that, | 
when a man said he was not intimidated, | 
the Magistrates were entitled to im-| 
mediately conclude he was, and to send | 
people to prison for the offence ? One | 
man was sent to prison because he | 
declared he was not intimidated ; other | 
men were sent to prison because they | 
were innocent of having intimidated him. | 
Those resident magistrates were quite 
capable of committing a judicial bull, | 
but there was a remarkable addition to it | 
in the shape of three months imprison- | 
ment. 


In the case of Kilmaine, a meeting 
was held and Members of Parliament 
were present, one his hon. friend the 
Member for East Clare; the other his 
hon. friend the Member for South Mayo, 
at present in prison. The police came to 
the meeting with their power of literary 
criticism and judicial discrimination be- 
tween different types of oratory. They 
allowed his hon. friend the Member for 
Esst Clare to speak, but when his hon. 
friend the Member for South Mayo, 
whose style of oratory was not quite the 
same, and who was Member for the dis- 
trict, got up to speak, the police declared 
they would not allow him to speak, and 
when he persisted, having perhaps a 
little literary jealousy, his constabulary 
critics not only prevented him from 
speaking but treated him with violence, 
and dragged him to the police barracks, 
because, forsooth, in the opinion of those 
distinguished and eminent critics, the 
speech, not that he made, but was about 
to make, did not mect with their approval, 
and was not upto the same literary ex- 
cellence of the speech of his hon. friend 
the Member for East Clare. The pro- 
ceedings did not end there. He did not 
know whether there might not have been 
a certain partisanship in the crowd as 
between the two speakers, but the police 
made a raid on the crowd, struck and 
batoned the people, and even kicked 
them on the ground. That was the 
kind of proceeding which was to pro- 
duce that law-abiding condition in 
Ireland which his right hon. friend had 
reminded the Committee was the prelude 
which Gentlemen required before they 


kept the pledges se solemnly made to’! 


Ireland when Members of a former ad- 
ministration. 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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_mark of genius in the low comedian and 
‘the high Government official. 


_poor person who had been struck witha 
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The Attorney General said that jf 
the police committed any violence 
there was a remedy: He should repeat 
a compliment which he had paid to 
the right hon. Gentleman before, and 
that was, that great as was his eminence 
in the legal profession, he always re. 
gretted he was lost; to the dramatic pr. 
fession. He possessed all that powerful 
command of impassivity of countenance, 
and almost seriousness, while saying the 
most comic things, which was at once a 
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Allan, V 
Ambros 
Ashton, 
What 
was the remedy against the police? The 
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baton or kicked could bring an action in 
a court of law. Never in the whole 
history of the last century in Ireland was 
a policeman brought into court by one of 
the people convicted. The police had 
behind them the Treasury and they hadf}. 
behind them the Attorney General for 
Ireland. The right hon. Gentleman} 
knew very well that Sullivan, the forger, § 
was still in the police, as opposed to thefhy 
cattle maimer Sheridan, whom the 
Government never prosecuted, although 
he had sent three men to penal servitude : 
by perjury for crimes which he him- 
self committed with his own hands 
Sheridan was allowed to go to America 
scot free. If the Government did _ not 
send him, they tipped him the wink, 
whereas he ought to have been in a con- 
vict cell, to which he had condemned 
three men for crimes committed with his 
own guilty hand, backed with his own 
perjured evidence before a jury which 
the Attorney General packed. He would 
call the attention of the Committee to 
the grave fact that, according to every 
hon. Member who had taken part in the 
debate—a debate for the most part which 
had taken place in the absence of hon 
Members who were now going to vole 
for the Government—according to the 
incontestible evidence of the Governmett 
themselves, Ireland was at the preset 
moment in the most crimeless conditiom 
it had ever been for 100 years ; and the 
reason he regarded the debate as seriots 
and solemn and as a parting of the ways 
in Ireland was, that if the Governmetl 
did not deal with the problem of whieh 
the De Freyne Estate was only a symbd, 
\they would have to bear the crime ° 
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that j¢guming a crimeless nation into a nation | 
ee more distracted by turbulence. 
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Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


ime ogAtkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Service Estimates. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 96; 


(Division List No. 51.) 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt HonC R(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan 


Beach, Rt Hn Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
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Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bupaett-Coutts, W. 


Supply—Civil 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbyshire | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Worc'r 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir Horatio D (Chatham 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt-Hon.Sir William Hart 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster,Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City of Lond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon,Hn.,J. E.(Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 


(12.8.) Original Question put. 


| Nicholson, William Graham 


{COMMONS} 


) Hamilton, Rt HnLord G( Midd’x 

| Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd’nderry 

| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 

| Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 

| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Harris, Frederick Leverton 

| Haslett, Sir James Hcrner 

| Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Helder, Augustus 

| Henderson, Alexander 

Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 

Howard,John(Kent,Faversham | 

| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham | 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

| Penn, John 

| Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 





Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


| Ridley, Hon.M. W. (Stalybridge 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas .Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Col. Robert F 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 


Russell, T. W. 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) | 
Lawson, John Grant 
| Lee,Arthur H (Hants.,Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee | 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Macdona, John Cumming 

| M’Calmont,Col. J. (Antrim, E.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, RobertJasper(Shropshire 

| Morgan, David J (Walthamstow | 
Morrell, George Herbert | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,Arthur H. A.(Deptford | 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt.Hn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 


| 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Noes, 51. 


Seely, Maj. J. E.B. (Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith,H C(North’mb.Tyneside 


Smith, James Parker (Lanarks ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward : 
| Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jobn Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs— 


Mr. Anstruther and Mr. 
Hayes Fisher. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 194; 
(Division List No, 52.) 
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125 Supply—Civil 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F, 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitz.R. 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, Wiliam James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Caldwall, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derb’shire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dewar, T R.(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 


{28 FEBRUARY 1902} 
AYES, 
Flower, Ernest 


Foster, Sir M. (London Univ.) 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
| Gardner, Ernest 


Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLoud. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ml’s 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wednesb’y 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 


Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nd'r’y 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wim. 
Hardy, Loses (Kent, Ashf’d 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris. Frederick Leverton 


| Haslett, Sir James Horner 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hope, J. F.(Shettield, Brig’ts’de 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, John (Kent, Fav’rsh’m 


| Howard, J.( Midd. ,Tottenham) 
| Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Jones, William Carnarvonsh.) 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergus-on, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r) 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Finch, George H. 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 


Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 


Lambton, Hon. Fred. Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmout h 
Lawson, John Grant, 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leizh, Sir Joseph 
Leizh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A.R. 


| Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lueas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 


| Maedona, John Cumming 


M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 


| Manners, Lord Cecil 
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Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Nicholson, William Graham 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Penn, John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn.M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seeley, Charles Hilton (Line’n) 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C.(North’mb. Tyns’de 
Smith JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley Hon. Arthur(Ormsk’k) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
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127 Adjournment of 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
W:lton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) | 


| Webb, Col. William George 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Ambrose, Robert 


Joyce, Michael 
Boland, John 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Burns, John Lundon, W. 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M’Govern, T 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 


Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 


Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. ) 


Ffrench, Peter Nolan, Joseph (Louth. South) 


Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher O'Brien, Kendal( (Pie 
s O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipper ary, N.) 
O'¢ ‘onnor, James(Wicklow, W. 


Gilhooly, James 


It being after Midnight, the Chair- 


man left the Chair to make 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon John Lloyd ! 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon | TeLLERS FOR THE 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart. | 





Mr. BRODRICK : 


his Re- there was a very considerable loss. 


the House. 123 

| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
AYEs— 
Mr. Anstruther and 


Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, Ww 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


I regret to say 
Six- 
men were taken 





port to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Mon- 
day next : Committee to sit again upon 


Monday next. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—LOSS OF A 
BRITISH CONVOY. 


On the Motion for the adjournment, 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): May [| 
ask the Secretary of State for War) 


whether the rumour of tne capture of | 
500 British soldiers in the recent attack | 


on a convoy is correct ¢ 


teen officers and 451 
prisoners in the attack on the convoy, 
and as far as I know the casualties are 
about 120. 


Mr. POWER: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman say what about the guns ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener’s 


_ telegram says nothing about the guns. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
after Twelve o’clock till Mon- 
day next. 


Member. 
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Monday, 3rd March, 1902. 


129 


SILL BUSINESS. 





PRIVATE 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 


Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied 
with :— 


South Shields, Sunderland, and Dis 
trict ‘Tramways |H.L. |. 

The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [.1.}. 
A witness ordered to attend the Select 


* Committee. 


MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL 
BILL [H.1.]. 


A witness ordered to attend the Select 


Is : 
- Committee. 


RAILWAY CLEARING SYSTEM 
SUPERANNUATION FUND. 
Petition of the 


Railway Clearing 


* Sytem Superannuation Fund Corpora- 
> tion, under their common seal, praying 
: for leave to introduce a 
5 the 
> annuation Fund Acts, 1873 to 1897; 
- jor other purposes, together with a copy 


Bill to amend 
Railway Clearing System Super- 
and 


of the proposed Bill annexed thereto ; 


S read, and referred to the Examiners. 


EXETER AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BiLL [H.1.]. 
Bill (lodged on Friday last), presented, 


and read 1*. 


LONDON AND BRIGHTON ELECTRIC 
RAILWAY BILL JH... ]. 


Presented, and read 1*. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [n.1.}. 

Report from His Majesty’s Attorney- 
General received, and ordered to lie on 
the ‘Table. 


RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [u.1.}. 
TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [H.L.}. 

VOL. CIV. [FOURTH SERIES. } 


{3 Marcu 1902} 
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| NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL [H.1. }. 


ISLE OF WIGHT CENTRAL RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1 }. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO RAIL- 
WAY BILL [u.1. |. 


Read 2" (according to order). 


Business. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND - RAILWAY 
BILL (SUSPENDED IN SESSION 1901). 
Moved that Standing Order No. 92 be 

dispensed with, and tiat leave be given 

to present the following Petitions : 


CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY No. 
1.) (.z.]. 
(1) Central London Railway Company ; 
(2) George White and others ; (3) Oswald 
Stoll. 


KING’S ROAD RAILWAY [#.1.1. 

(1) Metropolitan District Railway Com- 
pany ; (2) George White and others ; (3) 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway 
Company. 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY (No. 1.) 
[ H.L.]. 
(1) Central London Railway Company ; 
(2) Promoters of City and North-East 
Suburban Electric Railway Bills. 


PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY (No. 1) 
[H.L. ]. 
(1) George White and others; (2) 
Central London Railway Company. 


WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNCTION 
RAILWAY |[u.1. |}. 
(1) George White and others: 
Central London Railway Company. 
(The Chairman of Committees) ; agreed 
to ; and ordered accordingly. 


(2) 


SWINDON UNITED GAS BILL [nu1.1. 

HASTINGS HARBOUR DISTRICT RAIL- 
WAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) BILL 
[H.L. }. 


Committed. 
SADCLEWORTH, SPRINGHEAD, AND 
LEES TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1. ]. 


Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


| LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
| 1"; and referred to the Examip-~s. 


E 








i3l Prevention of 


HAMILTON GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 2* (according to order). 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following Papers, having 
been commanded to be presented to this 
House by His Majesty, had been so pre- 
sented on the following dates by delivery 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant 
to Order of the House of the 17th 
February, 1896, viz.— 

1. IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 

CEEDINGS). 

Return for the month of December, 

1901. 


2. TREATY SERIES, No. 2 (1902). 
General Index to Treaty Series, 1897- 
1901. 
3. ARMY (REMOUNTS). 


Reports, statistical tables, and tele- 
grams received from South Africa. June, 
1899 to 22nd January, 1902. (March 
Ist). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
EMIGRATION. 


Report on the Emigrants Information 
Office, for the year ended 31st December, 
1901. 


TREATY SERIES, No. 3 (1902). 
Agreement between the United King- 
dom and Japan relative to China and 


Corea. Signed at London, 30th January, 
1902. 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 


Return for June, 1901. 


TRADE REPORTS. 
Annual Series; No. 2745. 
(Trade for 1901). 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Samoa 


LEEWARD ISLANDS. 

Amended prison rules, dated 21st 
October, 1901, providing for the periodical 
revision of life sentences and long 
sentences. 


{LORDS} 
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PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS), SESSION, 1902. 

Report by the Board of Trade of their 

proceedings under the General Pier and 

Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier 

and Harbour Act, 1861, Amendment Act, 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889, 


Abstract of accounts for the University. 


of Aberdeen, for the year ended 15th 
September, 1901, being the annual report 
on the state of the finances of the uni- 
versity under the provisions of section 30 
of the Act 1889. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


BRIDLINGTON PIERS AND HARBOUR. 

Abstract of the annual general account 
for the year ended 26th July, 1901; 
delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
VIVISECTION. 

Petition in favour of legislation for the 
suppression of ; of Pioneer Anti-Vivisection 
Society ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO WILD 
ANIMALS BILL [H.1.}. 
[SECOND READING. } 
Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*THe LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD: 
My Lords, this Bill is so closely connected 
with the Bill which became law in 1900, 
and which was presented to this House 
by Lord James of Hereford, that I had 
hoped that the noble and learned Lord 
might have seen his way to introduce 
this Bill. But he has not been able to do 
so. I believe, however, that I have his 
good will in the matter, and I trust that 
| may also have his support. J am sorry 
that it should have fallen to a person like 
myself to introduce this Bill, but I hardly 
know what good a Bishop is doing in this 
House if he fails to do his best to help 
forward good and useful social legislation 
of this kind. Iam emboldened to make 
this attempt by the fact that, having been 
closely connected for many years with the 
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a very strong feeling among leading men 
in the educational world that it is high 


time that some such measure as the one|foundly grateful for the 


now before your Lordships should be 
brought in. I hold in my hand a 
memorial in favour of the Bill from 463 
men in the front rank of the educators 
of the country, including professors, 


‘tutors, heads and fellows of colleges at 


Oxford and Cambridge, and the head 


masters of a great proportion of the| 


public schools throughout the country. 
These men, to whom your Lordships en- 
trust the education of your own sons, are 
not sentimental asa rule. Many of them 
are very good sportsmen, and I hope they 
may imbue your sons with their own 
principles and opinions on this subject. 
[ trust that a memorial of this descrip- 
tion will have some weight with your 
Lordships. 

The Bill is drawn, almost word for word, 
on the lines of the Act of 1900, and is, I 


think, a natural corollary of, and a logical | 


deduction from, that Act. The Act of 


1900,was a thoroughly good Act, as far | 


as it went, but experience shows that it 
has had a very limited scope, and I can 
find only two instances in which it has 
been put into operation. 
in which a man was fined at Tottenham 


because he had coursed a rabbit twice. | 


On the first occasion the leg of the 
rabbit was broken, and he coursed it 
again with a broken leg. It was for 


the second offence, your Lordships will | 
observe, and not for the first, that the | 
man was punished. For the first act | 
of cruelty he could not be touched. | 


The other case was still more curious. 
A fishmonger was fined for overcrowding 
a tank containing 700 carp, so that 
we have here a sort of beginning of 
legislation against overcrowding. So far 
as I can make out, these two cases con- 
stitute the extent of the practical opera- 
tions of the Act of 1900. 

SThis Bill prohibits the hunting, 
coursing, or shooting of any animal 
which, to the knowledge of the person 
soacting, has been kept in confinement 
and is released for the purposes of such 
sport. It will thus prohibit the hunting 
of the carted stag. Under the Act of 
1900 you may not behave cruelly to any 
wild animal in captivity, but if you 
release that animal you may behave as 
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‘profession of education, I find there is|cruelly as you please to it and the 


law cannot touch you. [Lord James of 
| HEREFORD dissented.] We are all pro- 
high and 
gracious example which has dealt a 
death-blow to the hunting of the 
|carted stag, but the practice will no 
doubt survive here and there through- 
out the country for some years to come, 
‘as belated and discarded fashions are 
|apt{to survive in some corner or other. 
The Bill will also prohibit the practice 
| of pigeon shooting, which, as far as I can 
gather, is a screen for betting. I find in 
the rules of one pigeon club that any one 
who is not a member of the club and goes 
to the course for the purpose of betting, 
must pay £1 to enter. I think that 
indicates pretty clearly the sort of visitor 
expected. Speaking on the subject of 
pigeon shooting, the late Lord Randolph 
Churchill said that in his opinion the 
sight of a pigeon ground, abounding with 
feathers and blood of wounded birds was, 
without exception, the most horrible and 
repulsive sight possible to imagine. In 
his account various discreditable details 
are added, but as they probably refer 
to foreign and not to English grounds, 
I pass them over. It may be objected 
that the Bill will interfere with the 
shooting of the stock pheasant, with 
which, as I am given to understand, some 





'wealthy men stock their preserves 
just before what they call a_ big 


shoot. But there is a proviso that 
it shall not apply to the hunting or 
coursing or shooting of any animal 
which has had at any rate two months 
liberty, and if a shorter interval is needed 
| to meet the case of pheasant shooting, 
that can be secured by an Amendment 
in Committee. 


The last type of sport with which 
the Bill deals is the coursing of the 
bagged rabbit, a practice which is abso- 
lutely cruel, and brutalising in its effect. 
This is a sport which possibly very few of 
your Lordships know anything about, as 
it belongs to the seamy side of our popu- 
lation. I hold that it is a form of sport 
which does discredit to the English 
people, and I venture to ask your lord- 
ships’ attention to two or three examples 
of it, in order that we may have the facts 
quite clear in our minds. I will read an 





account of a coursing of bagged rabbits 


E2 
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Tottenham Marshes :— 


morrings, I went yesterday to see if it was a fact, 
and I found it was. 1 arrived on the Marshes 
about 16 o'clock, and several hundred people, 


young workmen chiefly, assembled after a short | 


time for the sport. They had with them about 
one hundred dogs. The rabbits, which I was 
informed numbered fifty, were brought on to 
the grond in bags in a cart, and were chased in 
different parts of the Marshes at the same time. 


{LORDS} 
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that took place yesterday morning on | So your Lordships can see the sort of 


136: 


| influence on the young which this bar- 


“ Having been informed that there was rabbit barous practice is exercising. This same 
coursing on Tottenham Marshes on Sunday | witness says :— 


The courses were started by the owners of the | 


dogs keeping them in hand while a man took 
a rabbit to a given distance, and, after holding 
it for a litcle while in front of the dogs, released 
it. I was pitiable to hear the squeals of the 
rabbits as they were caught by the dogs. I am 
told this pastime goes on every Sunday and 
lasts from 10.30 to 1 o'clock, when the public- 
houses open and are quickly filled with the 
coursers. ” 

I come now to a case from Birkenhead. 
The following is the evidence of a ship- 
owner and a man of position there. In 
January of last year he was desirous of 
putting a stop to what he understood 
was going on the neighbourhood in an 
enclosed ground attached to a _public- 
house, and he says :— 

‘On January 24th and 3lst I attended these 
grounds. After paying half-a-crown gate- 
money I entered and found a crowd of about 
150 to 200 men on the ground, a good many 
book-makers being among them. A large 
hamper containing rabbits was carried on to 
the ground, which was enclosed so that no rabbit 
had a chance of escape. They were taken out 
of the hamper and swung in the hand of a man 
who ran forward fifty yards before liberating 
them. The yelling and shouting of the crowd, 
and the yelping of the dogs filled the rabbits 
with terror. ‘They were very quickly caught 
and torn asunder by the dogs.” 

This gentleman gives further details of a 
revolting character which I will spare 
the house. The practice is not merely 
local; it is a cancer that is spreading 


through all the great centres of the | 


A credible 
working man, 


population. witness, a 


respect ble 


Northumberland, 


| young dogs 





furnishes | 


me with accounts of what took place | 


recently at (Gateshead and Neweastle. 


rabbits in May and June of last year, 
and gives revolting details of what took 
place. He adds that on one of these 
oceasions 

**More than half of the rabbits were torn 
from the dogs alive and thrown to a boy not 
more than nine or ten years of age to be put to 
« lingering death. The boy carried the injured 
rabbits back, and to kill them he swung the 
rabbits and hit their heads against the box.” 


Lord Bishop of Hereford. 


**T was present on July 13th at a similar 
meeting in Gateshead, and again on July 2eth. 
On Christmas Day last I attended another of 
these exhibitions held in the same place. Not 
only on Christmas Day but on New Year’s day 
there was a repetition of the same scene. 


That is what takes place on the banks of 


the Tyne. I have another witness, a. 
Justice of the Peace for the County of 
and an old army 
officer, who writes to me as follows— 
‘*The hideous cruelty is not confined solely 
to the coursing ground, for in the training of 
1 have seen a man take a rabbit, 
deliberately break one of its legs, and then put 
it on the ground for the puppies to run after.” 


THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (The 
MARQUESS of LONDONDERRY): What is 
the name of that gentleman ? 


THe Lorp Bishop or HERE- 
FORD: I do not think he would have 
any objection to my mentioning it. 
His name is Colonel Coulson. He says 
this is a common practice when training 
dogs, and that this is one of the crue'est 
forms of sport that exist. These bagged 
abbits are frequently injured in tran- 
sit; sometimes among them there are 
does heavy with young, sometimes they 
die a lingering death; they have no 
chance of escape, and revolting scenes 
are witnessed upon the course. He goes 
on to say that on the banks of the Tyne 
the better class of miner wil! have 
nothing to do with these meetings, 
which are attended only by the scum 
of the pits, and that the lowest class of 
publican alone gets up these disgraceful 
betting contests. Iam told that about 
2,000 rabbits are used for coursing 
matches every week on the banks of the 
Tyne near Neweastle. Turning to the 


} part cf the Kingdom nearer my own 
He was present at coursings of bagged | ‘ 


diocese, I hold in my hand a letter 


|from the venerable Bishop of Llan- 


| that 
| majority. 


daff, in which he expresses the hope 
this Bill will obtain a large 
In the South Wales news- 
papers of February 19th, there was an 
account of rabbit coursing which was 
held on February 17th, at Caerphilly, not 
far from Cardiff. 


There was an en- 
closure, for which the entrance fee was: 
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sixpence. About 1,000 people assembled, 
including betting men with coloured 
cards in their hats, three-card tricksters, 
dice manipulators, and so on. Above 
the din of the shouting men and _ bark- 
ing dogs could oceasionally be heard the 
plaintive cries of rabbits. The rabbits 
were brought to the ground in 
a cart containing fifteen bags or 
sacks, in each ef which three rabbits 
were tied up. Eventually there was a 
great uproar, and one of the rabbits was 
brought forth. It was carried cut about 
50 yards and then dropped on the ground. 
On both sides stood a long line of men 
with howling dogs. Every gap in the 
hedge wus filled with people, and the 
poor creature had no chance of escape. 
The description goes on to give revolting 
details of what happened on this occa- 
sion at Caerphilly. To take another 
instance or two. As I was travelling 
from the West of England this morning 
I tound in the South Wales Daily News 
an account of what happened only on 
Saturday. In one place 3,000 people 
assembled, and the stakes were £50. 
The dogs were, no doubt, well known in 
the neighbourhood, and they were to 
kill, 1 think, twenty-one rabbits. 
According to the newspaper report, they 
coursed these rabbits with such vigour 
that one dog died on the ground from 
exhaustion, and the other died in the 
evening. At Caerphilly last Saturday 
two dogs were put on to course these 
wretched rabbits for a stake of £40. 
A large crowd assembled, and the cours- 
ing went on with all sorts of revolting 
details. After the competition was over 
for the £40, there succeeded other races 
for stakes of £1 each. It is stated that 
rabbits which, in some cases, had 
escaped from the dogs were pursued 
by onlookers and brought back to be 
torn te pieces by the animals. I do not 
think I need say any more to commend 
this part of the Bill to your Lordships’ 
acceptance. 

My position in the matter is a very 
simple one. I hold that we, as a legis- 
lative assembly, cannot, with any show 
of decency, legislate for the wild animals 
in a menagerie, for performing dogs, 
and for the unhappy creature in his 
scarlet coat on the hurdy-gurdy, and 
yet turn a deaf ear to the cries of all 
these suffering animals, and refuse to see 
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the brutalising consequences of thiskind of 
sport. A philosophic observer reading 
the Act of 1900 would say, ‘* See what 
care English legislators take to prevent 
cruelty to animals” ; but if this Bill is re- 
jected, I think he might fairly say, ‘‘ What 
a fuss you make about the mint and 
cumin of legislation, while you turn your 
back on the weightier matters of the law, 
like political Pharisees.” Our fathers and 
grandfathers long ago put an end to 
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cock-fighting and bull-baiting, but 
I venture to think there is not one 
of your Lordships who would not 


think that both cock-fighting and _bull- 
baiting were manly and reputable sports 
compared with the coursing of bagged 
rabbits. This kind of brutalising sport 
is one of the phenomena connected 
with what we may call the new 
heathenism of some of our great 
and neglected populations in the 
large cities which have grown up, and it 
behoves us to act, not only from the 
spiritual and moral side, but from the 
legislative side also, if we are to have any 
hope of curing this great cancer which 
is eating so deeply and so widely into 
the national life. 1 contend that the 
clergy, and other workers for the good 
life of the people, are cruelly handicapped 
so long as we tolerate these things. 

I see that my noble friend Lord 
Newton has given notice of his intention 
to move the rejection of this Bill. I can 
not but hope that the facts I have put 
before the House may have, to some 
extent, modified his view concerning it. 
I venture to think he put down his 
Motion without having before his mind 
all the facts, from which I have given 
your Lordships only a selection. 1 know 
the noble Lord is a keen and genuine 
sportsman, and I cannot imagine any 
sportsman to whom these things are 
not revolting. I therefore indulge the hope 
that he may, after all, support the Bill 
instead of opposing it. Indeed, though 
I am aware there are prejudices against 
any legislation that seems to touch 
English sport, I cannot but feel that 
these exhibitions are so revolting that 
anyone who has the true instincts of an 
English sportsman will be desirous of 
wiping off this stain on sport and of 
putting a stop to disgraceful practices 
which are spreading through all the 
great centres of population. 
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My Lords, I will detain you no longer. 
As I look round the House I cannot think 
of any class of Members who would 
naturally support these degrading exhibi- 
tions. No humanitarian would oppose 
the principle of this Bill, no great lawyer 
would oppose it; and I cannot imagine 
any genuine sportsman opposing it with 
a good conscience. If there be any other 
class in the House likely to oppose me, I 
am unable to define it; and so I beg to 


move ‘That this Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 


2%,—(The Lord Bishop of Hereford.) 


*Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, in ask- 
ing your Lordships to reject this measure, 
I desire to acknowledge, in the fullest 
possible way, my sense of the conviction 
and the sincerity of my right reverend 
friend in bringing it forward. He is 
obviously so convinced of the benefits 
which will result from this Bill that it is 
with some difficulty that I screw myself 
up to the pitch of dealing what | am 
afraid is likely to prove a mortal blow to 
the measure. I assure the right reverend 
prelate that I oppose the Bill upon purely 
altruistic principles. If the Bill were to 
pass | should be one of the persons who 
would benefit by it, for | happen to live 
in the neighbourhood of a manufacturing 
town, and am subjected to considerable 
inconvenience, amounting almost to per- 
secution, at the hands of people who 
attempt to take, and very often take, my 
rabbits for the purpose of coursing. I 


hope, therefore, my right reverend friend | 


will acquit me of any selfish motive in 
opposing the measure. 

My first objection to the Bill is that it 
appears to me to be improperly described 
It is said to be 
‘*a much needed extension of the Wild Animals 
in Captivity Protection Act, 1900.” 

I submit that this is a misleading des- 
cription, as the Act in question dealt 
with animals kept in menageries. Neither 
will I admit that the Bill is accurately 
described as being for the protection of 
cruelty to wild animals. As a matter of 
fact, this isa measure distinctly directed 
against particular forms of sport which, 
in the opinion of the Bishop of Hereford, 
are both spurious and cruel. For my 
part, | should be extremely sorry to have 


Lord Bishop of Hereford. 
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to define what was spurious and what: 
was legitimate sport. I think it is one 
of those things that might well be left to 
a jury of editors of sporting papers or 
one of the august tribunals which pro- 
nounce opinions on the subject. 

The only matter which we need 
concern ourselves about this evening 
is that of cruelty. I take, first, 
the case of stag-hunting. I do not 
know whether I am _ more _ thick- 
headed than any one else, but I confess 
I have never been able to see that it is 
any more cruel to hunt tame deer than 
so-called wild deer. If the question 
could be put to the animal itself, ] believe 
e would have no hesitation in preferring 

» be hunted as a tame deer with the 
phere of having its life spared, rather 
than as a wild deer with the possibility 
of its being killed) A Member of this 
House has assured me that he is ac- 
quainted with a deer which is so accus- 
tomed to hunting that it habitually trots 
home with the hounds. I myself oc- 
casicnally present deer to a neighbouring 
pack. I am absolutely impenitent on 
the subject, and I propose to continue 
doing so until my right reverend friend 
passes his Bill and puts me in prison for 
three months with hard labour. I turn 
from stag hunting, which, in my opinion, 
requires no defence at all, to pigeon 
shooting. So far as I am concerned, | 
have nosympathy with pigeon shooting. 
There are many objectionable circum- 
stances connected with it, and I believe 
that persons who indulge in it are com- 
monly supposed to suffer from what the 
late President of the Transvaal Republic 
would cal! moraland intellectual damage. 
It is not a pastime in which I indulge 
myself, but the question to my mind is 
—is it an unjustifiably cruel proceeding ! t 
Is it really a more cruel thing to shoot 
pigeons than it is to shoot tame , pheasants 
or tame partridges? Does it stand in 
an altogether different category from 
what my right reverend friend would 
call legitimate sport? Everybody must 
recognise by this time that sport in this 
country is becoming more artificial every 
day. Every form of game is at this 
moment an article of commerce. We 
import pheasants and partridges, and we 
buy deer. We go so far now as to buy 
fish, turn them into ponds, and fish tor 
them afterwards. No doubt before long 
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legislation will be proposed against that. | 
The right reverend Prelate alluded to the 

practice, which I believe is not very ex- 

tensive, of obtaining supplies of live birds | 
from purveyors when a person has not a 

sufficieat number of pheasants in his 

woods and is expecting a distinguished 

friend for a few days shooting. ‘Though | 
I do not regard the shooting of pheasants 

bought from dealers as a practice worthy 

of much admiration, it is certainly not 

an offence which should be punished by 

fineor imprisonment. Howcan anybody | 
who indulges in shooting at all, and. 
particularly in the artificial form of sport 
which is so prevalent at this moment, 
vote conscientiously against pigeon shoot- 
ing on the ground that it is, to use the 
language of my right reverend friend, 
spurious sport ? What we have to con- 
sider is the question of cruelty, and there 
is probably more cruelty involved in a 
complete day’s covert shooting than in 
an afternoon’s pigeon shooting. 


I now pass to the most important 
matter in the Bill, namely, the coursing 
of hares and rabbits. With one or two 
exceptions, the coursing of hares in en- 
closed grounds has come to an end, but 
J believe that hares coursed at such 
meetings have just as good a chance of 
escape as the hares coursed on the plains 
of Altear. Ido not think it is necessary 
to say much upon the subject of coursing 
hares in enclosed grounds. ‘The difficult 
subject to deal with is that of rabbit- 
coursing, and I admit that it is by no 
means easy to make out a case in favour 
of rabbit-coursing. At the same time, 
I find it hard to believe that such horrible 
cruelties as have been spoken of by the 
right reverend Prelate are perpetrated 
in connection with rabbit coursing, and, 
so far as [ am aware, it is open to 
any of the numerous societies which | 
exist for the prevention of cruelty to 
animals to attend the meetings, and 
if unnecessary cruelty is inflicted, to 
institute proceedings against the persons 


responsible. The law is already strong 
enough for that. I do not think we 
can take it for granted that the 


cruetly is really as great as would appear 
from the extracts which the right 
reverend Prelate has quoted. I very | 


much doubt whether there is any more 
cruelty in rabbit-coursing than in rabbit- 
I go so far as to contend that 


shooting. 
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it would not be consistent on the part 
of those who habitually shoot or indulge 
in field sports, which in this country are 
becoming more artificial every day, to 
support a Bill which is directed mainly 
against the amusements of the working 
classes. Of course, all sport is cruel more 
or less, and those who, like my right 
reverend friend, never enjoy field sports 
of any kind may consistently support 
the Bill. But what is the case with the 
majority of us? My conscience is not 
clear; my withers are not unwrung ; 
and I am so convinced that nearly every 
Member of this House is in the same 


_boat that I cannot imagine that your 


Lordships will find it consistent with 
your conduct to vote for this Bill. I 
oppose the Bill chiefly because it is a 
piece of class legislation. My right 
reverend friend has alluded to certain 
demoralising sports which have been 
put anend to. That is quite true. But 
is the difference between those 
sports and the ones you are now asked 


'to deal with? Those sports were sports 


in which all classes of the country 
took an active interest, which was 
the case with cock-fighting and bull- 
baiting. The sport in question is 
essentially the sport of the working 
classes. Is it, then, fair for us, who have 
the opportunity of indulging in what- 
ever form of sport or amusement we 
like, to dictate to those persons who are 
not so fortunate ? Mainly on the ground 
of consistency I move that the Bill be 
read a second time six months hence. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out ‘now,’ and add at the end of 
the Motion, ‘this day six months.’”—(Lord 
Newton.) 


*Tue Earp oF DURHAM: My Lords, 
1 have so seldom occupied the time of 
this House during the many years that 
I have sat in it that I trust you will 
accord me your indulgence on_ this 
occasion. I quite agree with my noble 
friend in deprecating the bringing for- 
ward of this Bill in your Lordships’ 
House. It affects all classes of the com- 
munity, and your Lordships have not 
the opportunity of judging what the 
feeling of the country is with regard to 
it. If weare to have a Bill of this sort 
let it come from the representatives of 
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the people. 


Committee. I willingly admit that the 
right reverend Prelate, who sits by my 
side on the betting Committee, is most 
courteous, but there is a great gulf be- 
tween us. The right reverend Prelate 
receives many letters at that Committee, 
and so do I, but they are very different. 
Many of mine are addressed to me by 
the working classes, and the writers 
nearly all say, “I wish you would tell 
the Bishop of Hereford what we think 
of him.” They ask, “ Why does the 
Bishop of Hereford interfere with our 
sports? We do not interfere with the 
varied devotional exercises of the clergy 
on Sundays, and we don’t want them 
to attempt to legislate on our recreations 
during week-days.” 1 must say that | 
have great sympathy with that view. 
The right reverend Prelate, in moving 
this Bill, informed your Lordships that 
he had rece:ved a memorial in support 
of it from a large number of those in- 
terested in education. I have taken the 
trouble to examine that memorial, and 
I find that 40 per cent. of the names 
attached to it are those of clergymen. 
I think it is very undesirable that the 
clergy should take such an active part in 
this matter. 1 think the gentleman who 
acted as honorary secretary in connec- 


tion with this memorial is named 
Stratton, and, although the right 


reverend Prelate has told us that his 
main object is to prevent cruelty to 
animals, | am afraid those who support 
him and urge him on are more concerned 
in stopping the sport of their countrymen 
than in preventing cruelty. Only a few 
days ago this Mr. Stratton wished to stop 
the Eton beagles. Many of your Lord- 
ships have been at Eton, and I have no 
doubt those who think that the Eton 
beagles ought to be stopped will support 


this Bill. 


{LORDS} 


It is rather a curious coinci- 
dence that the three speakers on the 
Bill to night are at the present moment 
members of the same Committee, and I 
cannot say that what has taken place 
augurs well for the unanimity of that 


{ 
The right reverend Prelate has re- 


ferred to the cruelty of stag-hunting, but 
he has said nothing about the disappoint- 
ment and the discontent which would be 
caused in many parts of the country if 
stag-hunting was done away with. 
Personally, I have given up stag-hunt- 
ing, more from consideration for my 
The Earl of Durham. 
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own neck than out of symyathy with 
the stag. But if stag-hunting were 
abolished, not only would the farmers 
and many members of the poorer classes 
in stag-hunting districts suffer, but men 
of business who hunt with stag-hounds 
in the neighbourhood of London would 
be unable to enjoy a day’s sport, from 
which they return—as I did in my 
youthful days when I had my military 
duties to perform—with renewed vigour, 
clearer eye, and alert brain. There has 
already been very doubtful legislation of 
late years as to the definition of a place, 
and the right reverend Prelate’s Bill 
would make it far more difficult to 
understand what a place is. He does 
not tell us what the area of confinement 
I do not know whether a deer in a 
park would be considered a wild animal 
or not. If not, it comes to this, that no 
person owning a deer park is on any 
account to hunt, course, or shoot deer in 
his park. With reference to the pro- 
vision in the Bill which would make it 
illegal to shoot pheasants which have 
not been turned down two months, | 
would call your Lordships’ atten‘ion to 
the curious experience of a friend of 
mine. A gallant General who is now in 
South Africa went to stay with a friend 
not far from London, who turned out 
1,000 pheasants for shooting a day or 
two beforehand. At the first volley of 
the guns the birds rose and flew off toa 
neighbouring wood belonging to another 
landowner. How is it possible in such a 
case for that landowner to teil by looking 
at the birds whether or not they had 
been turned down so as to decide that 
they must not be shot at for a couple of 
months? How can a man discriminate 
between a pheasant which has been at 
large for two months and one which has 
not ? 


1S. 


*Tue LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD: 
The phrase in the Bill is “to his know- 
ledge.” 


*THE EARL oF DURHAM: I do not 


see how he can tell. 


*Tue LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD: 
If he does not know, he is safe. 


*THeE Earn oF DURHAM: I cannot 
find anything in the Bill on this point. 
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*TuE LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD: 


Sub-section (a) of section 2 provides 
that— 

“ Any person who either takes part or assists 
in the hunting, coursing, or shooting of any 
animal, which ‘has to his knowledge heen kept 
in confinement, and is released for the purpose 
of such hunting, coursing, or shooting, ete. 


*THE Eart or DURHAM: The chief 
sport to which the right reverend 
Prelate objected was rabbit-coursing, 
and he gave us several instances of what 
he called the intense cruelty involved. 
I do not live very far from Newcastle, 
and, whatever the cruelty of the sport. 
1 object to the miners who engage in it 
in the neighbourhood of Neweastle and 
Gateshead being described as the “scum 
of the pits.”’ 


*Tur LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD : 

I quoted the words of an informant who 
expressly said that all the best part of 
the mining population would have 
nothing to do with the sport, but only 
the “scum of the pits.” 


*THE Eart or DURHAM: The right 


reverend [relate spoke of 2,000 
rabbits a week being killed 
on Tyneside, and that shows, I 


think that a considerable number of 
miners do. attend the rabbit-coursings. 
My point is that the miners who attend 
are not the scum of the pits. The Bill 
would not only interfere with an ex- 
tremely popular sport, but would with- 
draw many rabbits from the food of the 
people. I am constantly receiving app!i- 
cations from my poorer neighbours for 
rabbits. There is nothing they like more 
when sick ; and if the coursing of rabbits 
is stopped, a source of food for the poorer 
classes will be done away with. In 
support of this Bill, the right reverend 
Prelate quoted Colonel Coulson. To 
everyone who lives in the North of 
England, the name of Colonel Coulson 
is familiar as an opponent of all kinds 
of sport. He even opposed otter hunting, 
and his supporters are faddists of a some- 
what extreme type. For my own part, 
I object to the Bill as putting an end to 
a sport in which my poor neighbours are 
interested, and which they cannot better 
for lack of means. I can afford to have 
a grouse moor, a deer forest, and anything 
I like, and why should I deprive my 
poorer neighbours from trying their skill 
by shooting at trapped birds, whether 
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they be pigeons, starlings, or sparrows ? 
The right reverend Prelate constantly 
alluded to the cruelty of this kind of 


thing, but I do not think that either 
shooting trapped birds, or coursing 


rabbits is more cruel than the sports in 
which most of your Lordships indulge 
with the greatest freedom. I ask you 
to consider this matter in a broad and 
sympathetic spirit, remembering that 
physical courage and love of sport have 
been for centuries the distinguishing 
characteristics of the British race. My 
noble friend the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, in a speech a few days ago, 
said that the war had shown that physical 
courage had welded all classes together. 
Physical courage and love of sport are, 
to my mind, inseparable, and foster one 
another. That being so, I ask your 
Lordships not to destroy such sports as 
the poorer classes, unable in this matter 


to enjoy the facilities of their richer 
neighbours, are able to pursue. If you 


wish to reform the sports of the poorer 
classes, you can best do so by your own 
example. If you wish to create dis- 
content, to cause class hatred, and have 
social disorder in this country, the best 
thing to do is to support the Bill now 
before the House. 


*LorD RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, 
as I have not the honour of sitting on 
the Betting Committee, I may be able to 
introduce a little fresh water into what 
appear to be its rather divergent currents. 
I quite recognise that this Bill endeavours 
to peg out a fresh claim in the interests 
of humanity, and if I could see my way 
to agree with the principle of the Bill, 
I should take no exception to its coming 
from the right reverend Bench. 1 am 
not at all sure that I concur with my 
noble friend Lord Durham, or with the 
noble Lord who moved the rejection of 
the Bill, who see in the measure the first 
parallel of a general attack on field sports. 
The right reverend Prelate guarded 
himself by saying that the Bill aimed 
at the so-called spurious sports, but 
here we are met with the difficulty of 
defining what is legitimate, and what is 
spurious. There are some people who 
look upon sport as Lord Macaulay’s 
Puritan leoked upon bear-baiting, dis- 
approving it, not because it gave the 
bears pain, but because it gave the men 
pleasure ; but although one of his corre- 
spondents was displeased at the loud 
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laughter of the men at a rabbit coursing 
in Tottenham field, there was nothing of 
this sour mind in the Bishop’s remarks. 
There is a widespread impression that 
stag-hunting is a cruel sport, and 
perhaps a few words from me, as I 
had some little experience in connection 
with an institution which has been much 
criticised, may be of some use in clearing 
away false impressions, The right rev. 
Prelate spoke of the death-blow given to 
stag-hunting by doing away with the 
Buck Hounds, and extended to them none 
of the glorifying clemencies of epitaph. 
Although the King has very properly given 
up stag-hunting in Berkshire, on account of 
the great increase in house property there, 
it is going on very flourishingly in many 
parts of the country. Iam not prepared 
to take an affidavit that there are not dis- 
agreeable moments for the deer that 
are kept for hunting. Accidents will 
happen ; but the whole opposition to the 
Queen's Buck Hounds, as manifested at 
the time I had charge of them, rested 
entirely on some very exceptional cases. 
The whole object kept in view in any 
well-managed and well-organised pack 
of stag-hounds is to avoid anything like 
disaster to the deer. The whole sport 
depends upon this. I can assure our 
critics that the deer are as great favour- 
ites at stag-hunting establishments as 
the horses and the hounds ; indeed, they 
are objects of universal interest and 
genuine attachment. I have met Mr. 
Stratton once or twice, and had some 
pleasant talks with him, and I am sur- 
prised to hear that he wishes to do away 
with the Eton beagles. What I under- 
stood he objected to was the hunting of 
carted deer. If I had thought stag- 
hunting anything like the cruel sport it 
has been represented to be, I hope I 
would have had the courage to give up 
my appointment, which I may say was 
a very pleasant appointment to me, 
and which I enjoyed very much. I 
agree with my noble friend Lord Newton 
that it is not more cruel to hunt the 
carted stag than the wild deer. The 
carted stag is always fit, whereas the 
wild deer is hunted when fat. Even if 
I agreed with the principle of the Bill, 
there are points in it which I believe 
would render it unworkable. The word 
“kept” in the Bill is very awkward; 
so, too, is the question of area consti- 
Lord Ribhlesdale. 
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tuting confinement which is involved. [ 
should be very sorry to see stag-hunting 
included in a Bill of this sort. Rabbit 
coursing has already been dealt with by 
my noble friends, but this Bill would 
stop any shooting at bagged rabbits. 
We should render ourselves liable to 
prosecution for allowing our sons, home 
from Eton or Harrow, to have a shot 
at a bagged rabbit. I will not enter 
into the altruistic argument of my 
noble friend opposite, which may easily 
be taken too far, but I agree that a 
great number of people who lead very 
hard-working lives and do not get 
much amusement would suffer if this 
Bill were passed into law; and if the 
right reverend Prelate goes to a 
division, although I am in sympathy 
with the humanitarian ideas which have 
led him to put it before your Lordships, 
I shall vote against him. 


THE MARQUESS' OF 
DERRY: My Lords, 


LOND O N- 
I admit the 


‘humanitarian views of the right rev. 


Prelate, but I believe that on the subject 
of the cruelties of stag-hunting he has 
imbibed exaggerated opinions. I have 
myself had a good deal of experience of 
the sport, and I have never in my life seen 
anything approaching cruelty in it, but 
plenty of enjoyment to all classes. With 
regard to rabbit-coursing, I am ready to 
endorse all that has been said by my 
noble friend, Lord Durham. If rabbit- 
coursing is the only sport that can be 
indulged in by the lower classes in the 
country, in which I and my noble friend 
are interested, I do not see that it is the 
duty of your Lordships to discourage it. 
I think the correspondents of the right 
rev. Prelate must have exaggerated 
the cruelty of rabbit-coursing. It is 
ridiculous, of course, to say that all 
sport is not sometimes cruel. No doubt, 
it is at times, but we must consider 
whether the cruelty involved is not 
counterbalanced by the advantage the 
country reaps from it. It seems to me 
that this measure attacks the pleasures 
of the poor far more than those of the 
rich, and I shall, therefore, most cordially 
support the views of my noble friend 
who has moved the rejection of the 


Bill. 


Tur Eart or ABERDEEN: While I 
entirely concur in the humane objects 
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ofthe right rev. Prelate, I feel that many 
of your Lordships must experience a 
dificulty in voting for the Bill. Lord 
Durham seemed to complain because 
many of those who signed the momorial 
in support of this Bill were clergymen. 
Well, after all, is it very surprising that, 
if clergvmen have reason to think that 
a certain practice is not conducive to 
the moral welfare of the people, they 
should wish to see it abandoned? [ do 
not think that justifies their being 
charged with being indifferent to 
amusements and sports of a healthy 
kind. I hope the right rev. Prelate 
will not go to a division unless he has 
reason to think he will receive sufficient 
support to avoid misconception as to 
the result of such a division. J think 
that the right rev. Prelate has done 
good work in raising this discussion, 
as he has drawn attention to possible 
abuses and put people on the alert for 
checking them. 


*THE Lorp Bishop or HEREFORD: 
My Lords, as I have listened to the 
various criticisms, I have felt that 
almost every objection which has been 
taken to the Bill has been either based on 
a misunderstanding of it, or might have 
been easily met by an Amendment in 
Committee. I am still of the opinion 
which I entertained when I entered the 
House this afternoon, that it is high 
time something should be done in ae- 
cordance with the principle of the Bill. 
I desire to see the masses of our people 
brought under such influences, that they 
will be able to get their pleasure without 
desiring to kill something and exulting 
in it. There is a very excellent sub- 
stitute for the hunting of the tame deer 
in the drag-hunt. We have the testimony 
oi many first-rate sportsmen in favour of 
the well-managed drag-hunt, and as your 
Lordships know, many good sportsmen 
join in it; and science is equal to supply- 
ing mechanical pigeons for those who enjoy 
this sport which would be quite as difficult 
to hit as live pigeons. The statements 
I read to your Lordships have been 
declared to be exaggerated. The noble 
Marquess who suggested this had no 
ground for saying so. I desire to assure 
the House that I have taken the greatest 
possible pains to secure that nothing 
which I have brought forward should 
have about it any tinge of exaggeration. 


{3 Marcu 1902} 


Services. 150 


What I have read are plain, unvarnished 
accounts by credible witnesses. Lord 
Durham deprecated legislation of this 
kind being initiated in this House because 
your Lordships are not sent here by the 
masses ; but there is something to be said 
on the other side. Surely this House, 
which is in an independent position, and 
in no danger of going beyond the demands 
of healthy, public opinion, might very 
well initiate useful social legislation of 
this kind, although I should be verv glad 
to see such a measure introduced into the 
other House, and I hope if that course is 
adopted, that it may have the support 
of His Majesty’s Government, and may 
be favourably received when it arrives in 
this House. I recognise, however, that 
the House is not likely to lend me any 
great support on this occasion. There 
fore I ain content to withdraw the Motion 
for the present, and to await a better 
opportunity. 


Amendment and Motion, by leave of 
the House, withdrawn. 


RURAL POSTAL SERVICES. 

*THE Eart or MALMESBURY asked 
the Postmaster-General whether he couid 
give a Return showing the postal dis- 
tricts within the area of which there 
was still, in parts, no daily delivery of 
letters ; what distance (mileage) from the 
post town of these districts entitled 
residents therein to a daily delivery of 
letters ; and under what conditions post- 
men in rural districts were provided 
with bicycles. Whilst acknowledging the 
general progress of the Post Office in 
recent years, he said that there were 
some districts which had been very much 
neglected. He referred especially to 
rural districts which were not very far 
from postal towns, and the conditions 
of which were normal. He did not 
claim that country districts ought to 
have the same advantages as busy urban 
districts, but he thought that when there 
were no natural diftticulties, such as ex- 
isted in the case of an island, or a 
mountainous region, there should be one 
daily delivery of letters. He gave an 
instance of houses standing at the road- 
side in his own district, where there 
was not a daily delivery, and drew 
attention to the fact that the provision 
of a bicycle, for facilitating the work, in 
this case would only cost 1s. extra per 
week, 
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THE Marquess or LONDON- 
DERRY: My Lords, I must ask my 
noble friend not to press for the Return 
mentioned in his first Question, as it 
would entail an enormous amount of 
trouble without any satisfactory results. 
In regard to the daily delivery of letters 
in ail parts of the United Kingdom, I am 
giad of the opportunity of clearing up 
a misapprehension which, I think, has 
obtained as to the remarks of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on the subject 
in the House of Commons in April, 1897. 
The impression seems to prevail that 
that speech gave an assurance that the 
Post Office would deliver letters daily to 
every house in the United Kingdom. 
That is erroneous. The words of my 
right hon. friend were that “the Post 
Office would take steps to secure that 
there should be a delivery,” not neces- 
sarily every day, but still, a regular 
delivery at every house in the United 
Kingdom. The undertaking then given 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
been carried out as far as it is possible. 
It is estimated that between 22nd June, 
L897, and the end of September, 1900, 
a house-to-house delivery has beer ac- 
corded in the United Kingdom for about 
57,250,000 of letters a year which 
previously were left at the Vost Office to 
be called for, or at the house nearest to 
that of the addressee, or were delivered 
int» roadside boxes. By 30th September, 
1900, the arrangement for regular de- 
livery to houses was complete in England, 


and is now practically in operation 
throughout Scotland and Ireland as 
wel!. Therefore, [think my noble friend 


will see that, with that vast amount of 
letters that have been dealt with since 
the speech of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, it would be asking my De- 
partment more than it would be well to 
ask for to request a list of all the dis- 
tricts in the United Kingdom without a 
daily delivery of letters. 

In regard to the second Question 
put to me,I judge from the speech 
of my noble friend that he considers 
that letters should be delivered 
according to the distance of the recipient 
from the nearest post town. ‘that, 
however, is not a line of argument 
which the Department can follow. We 
base our deliveries, not on the distance 
from the nearest post town, but on the 
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amount of correspondence that takes 
place, and the expense of its delivery. 
Suppose, for instance, that there was 
a particular house which had only a 
delivery of six letters per week. We 
would not be justified in incurring the 
expense of giving those six letters a 
daily delivery during the whole week. 
But in the case of districts we have 
arranged that there shall be a delivery 
daily, six times in the week; and in 
places where this is not at present so 
satisfactory as we would like, we take 
steps to add, if possible, to the number 
of deliveries, if it can be done without 
undue expense. 

As to the third Question of my noble 
friend, bicyeles are provided for 
rural postmen whenever it is considered 
that it is an advantage to them in the 
discharge of their duties, but the Depart- 
ment have to take the greatest care 
that bicyeles are only given in districts 
where they can be used all the year 
round, and not merely where they can 
be used in summer time. The reason 
is that the recipients of letters expect 
them to be delivered with regularity; 
and with foot postmen they receive 
them with absolute regularity all the 
year round, the weather not affecting 
the matter at all. The number of 
bicyeles used in rural districts is 450, 
and the Department are ready to add 
to the number, whenever it is proved 
that the conditions permit of their use. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES— 
JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE. 
Commons Message considered (accord- 
ing to order). 


Moved. “ That this House do coneur in 
the following resolution communicated 
by the Commons, viz: ‘That it is ex- 
pedient that a Select Committee of 
this House be appointed to join with a 
Committee of the Lords, to consider the 
Standing Orders relating to houses 
occupied by persons of the labouring 
class, and the clauses usually inserted 
in Private and Local Bills, and Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bills, in 
pursuance thereof; and to report 
whether any Amendments should be 
made in such Standing Orders and 
clauses, and especially whether any and 
what provision should be made for better 
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securing the re-housing of all persons 
of the labouring class who may be 
displaced in connection with the under- 
takings to which the Bills relate, whether 
displaced under the powers given by the 
Bills, or otherwise.’”’—(The Lord Privy 
Seal [M. Salishury|); agreed to; and a 
Message ordered to be sent to the 
Commons to acquaint them therewith. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT—THE 
“SIDNEY THOMAS.” 

Lorp MUSKERRY: I beg to ask 
His Majesty's Government whether it is 
a fact that the “Sidney Thomas,” a 
steamer of over 2,500 tons, is trading 
under the British flag without properly 
qualified and certificated officers ; whether 
in clearing from ports in the United 
Kingdom, a certificated chief officer is 
signed on the Articles in order to comply 
with the law, but on reaching a foreign 
port, is displaced by an uncertificated 
person ; and, if so, whether His Majesty’s 
Government intend to take any steps 
in preventing such an abuse of the 
British flag. 


*THeE SECRETARY To THE BOARD oF 
TRADE (The Earl of Dubey): My 
Lords, the facts of the case are, I believe, 
very much as my noble friend has 
stated them in his Question. With regard 
to the remedy, as I pointed out to my 
noble friend a week or ten days ago, the 
Merchant Shipping Act does not apply 
to a foreign country, and I am afraid 
therefore, we have no power at the Board 
of Trade to ensure that the provisions 
of that Act shall apply to ships trading 
between foreign ports. I understand, 
with reference to this particular ship, 
that, although she is registered in the 
name of a British subject, she in fact 
belongs to a Greek gentleman, who, 
when a certain mortgage is paid off, will 
transfer his vessel to the Greek flag. 


SEAMEN’S CONTINUOUS DISCHARGES. 

Moved, That there be laid before 
the House a return of the number of con- 
tinuous discharge books issued since the 
continuous discharges came into opera- 
tion.—(The Lord Muskerry.) 


THE Eart or DUDLEY: I do not 
quite follow, from my noble friend’s 
Motion, whether he is anxious that this 
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information should be given in the form 
of a Parliamentary Return, or whether he 
will be satisfied by my telling him tonight 
the number of continuous discharges 
that up to the end of last week had been 
issued. That number was 192,000. If 
that information satisfies my noble friend 
it will save the trouble of preparing a 
Parliamentary Return. 


Lord MUSKERRY: I am quite satis- 
fied. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL [u.1.]. 
Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read, and discharged. 


NAVAL PRIZE BILL [u.1.}. 
Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of HAtspury): This Bill is practically a 
Consolidation Bill, for the purpose of 
bringing together certain Acts on the 
question. Although there are some 
Amendments, they are only verbal, and 
are necessary to bring into harmony the 
different Acts which it is sought to con- 
solidate. These Amendments it would 
only be proper to discuss in Committee 


Bill read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House. 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY, 

Lord LAMINGTON: My Lords, I 
beg to ask the Postmaster General what 
is the attitude of the Government 
towards the development of wireless 
telegraphy. I base my Question solely 
on the report of a speech recently de- 
livered by Mr. Marconi, in which he 
said that when asked why, when he 
had been able to send messages 1500 
miles by wireless telegraphy, they had 
not established a working communica- 
tion between England and Ireland, his 
reply was that his system was available 
for such a distance, and that the simple 
reason why it was not in commercial 
use between England and Ireland was 
to be found in the monopoly of tele- 
graphic communication that was claimed 
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Post Office. I think the public would 
be glad to know that the monopolist 
power of the Post Office has not been 
used to the detriment of this invention, 
which promises to be of such great public 
advantage. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LON DON DERRY : 
I am not at all sorry that my noble 
friend has asked this Question, because 
at the present moment the Marconi 
wireless telegraphy is exciting great 
interest, not only in this country, but 
all over the world. It is impossible for 
me on this occasion to respond for the 
Government, inasmuch as there are two 
other very important Departments, the 
Admiralty and the Board of Trade, 
who are equally interested—with regard 
to the Admiralty | may say more in- 
terested—in this matter. Perhaps my 
noble friend will forgive me, therefore, 
if I reply merely as the head of my own 
Department, and not on behalf of the 
Government as a whole. At the Post 
Office we regard the question of wireless 
telegraphy as one of enormous import- 
ance, and we believe it will be of 
enormous advantage in the future with 
regard to the promotion of commerce 
of all sorts and kinds. We consider that 
it is an extraordinary discovery. Per- 
sonally, I think it is the greatest dis- 
covery of the age; and we shall be 
only too glad, whenever the opportunity 
occurs to give it every facility, and 
utilise it as much as possible for the 
benefit of the British public. To my 
mind, the benefit of wireless telegraphy 
will arise in two ways. First, the 
transmission of messages between ship 
and ship on the high seas; and, 
secondly, communication between ships 
at sea and signalling stations. With 
regard to the former, the owners of the 
patents can do whatever they like, and 
they require no authorisation whatever 
from the Government or from my 
Department. But with regard to 
the communication between ships at sea 
and signalling stations on shore, any- 
thing of that kind would be an in- 
fringement of the rights of the Post- 
master General, granted to him by 
Parliament, and which it is his duty to 
maintain, I received last year a deputa- 


tion of a very important character, 


Lord Lamington, 
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which would accrue to this country were 
Ito give a licence for communicating 
within the area over which the Post. 
master General has _ jurisdiction. | 
told them that I sympathised with 
them, and, as far as my _ own 
Department was concerned, that I should 
be only too glad to give such a 
licence. But I had to consider the in- 
terests and the views of the other 
Departments to which | have alluded; 
and there is no doubt that at the present 
moment wireless telegraphy at the com- 
mand of private companies might inter- 
fere very seriously with the experiments 
of the Admiralty; and until the doubts 
which the Admiralty at present entertain 
are removed I shall not consider myself 
at liberty to give that licence, which 
under other circumstances I should be 
glad to do. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty is fully cognisant of this 
matter, has discussed it, and, at the 
present moment, it is under his con- 
sideration. While on the subject, [ 
would say one word with regard to the 
ordinary telegraph. With regard to the 
working of the Marconi system in the 
United Kingdom, | should not at the 
present moment be inclined to granta 
licence forit. It has yet to be proved 
that the system can be worked 
more efficiently and more economically 
than our old system. I do not say 
what will be the case in the future, but 
I am convinced that at present it cannot 


be so worked, and I am not prepared 
to take any steps at the present 
time. I do not wish my noble friend to 


take it that I am adopting a nvn possumus 
line, and saying that it shall never be. 
In the course of time wireless telegraphy 
may be found to work effectively and 
profitably in this country; and, if that 
were the case, I need not say that I 
should unhesitatingly endeavour _ to 
utilise it on behalf of the Post Oftice. 
At present my advisers at the Post Oftice 
are watching most keenly its devélopment, 
our engineering officers are watching all 
its resources and every improvement, and 
are reporting to me what is taking place; 
and, if I am convinced that it will be 
for the benefit of the country, I shall 
do my best to avail myself of it. 
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Lorp LAMINGTON: The noble Mar-| case of the Petitions for the following 
quess assures us he will be very sym- | Bills, the Standing Orders have not been 
pathetic to the system when it is per-| complied with, viz :— 





fected. Would it not be as well, how- | 
ever, to assist now in perfecting it by | 
giving some encouragement ? 
| 
| 


*THe Marquess oF LONDONDERRY : 
I do not like a leapinthe dark. I think 
our old system is working well, and 
I am waiting until I see that the 
new invention is reliable. I should 
not like to involve a public Department | 
in anything that was risky. At present | 
the Admiralty are making extensive | 
experiments on the south coast, and the | 
Admiralty desire that we should not | 
give faci.ities for use within territorial 
waters until they are assured that these | 
experiments can be carried on without 
any danger. 
House adjourned at ten minutes before | 
Seven oclock, till to-morrow, | 


Eleven o’clock. | 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Mondau, 3rd March, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 


Croydon and District Electric Tram- 
ways. 

London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements). 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Stand ng 
Orders. 


|GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 


AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY (TRANSFER) 
BILL. 


Read a second time and committed. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL 


Read asecond time, and committed. 


CLAY CROSS RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS. 


Petition for Bill: referred to the 


| Select Committee on Standing Orders. 


LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER BILL. 
Reported ; Report to lie 


upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 





COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the ‘Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of | 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz :— 
Military Lands Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time tomorrow. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


| 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BiLL. 
| Petitions in favour; from Dowlais; 
| Merthyr; Trimsaran; Pencoed; Panty- 
calin; Rhos; Glynea ; Emlyn; Crynant; 
| Ammanford ; Tirydale; Pentremawr : 
| Pendleton; Dillwyn; Seven Sisters; 
| Merthyr Lantwit ; Coegnant; Onllwyn: 
| Wyndham ; Main ; Glyncorrwg; Altham; 
| Swanwick; Madeley; Norton Green; 
|Harriseahead ;  Pittshill ; Bucknall ; 
|Brown Edge; Talke; Kidsgrove ; 
Audley ; Butt Lane Talke ; Halmer End; 
Kidsgrove (No. 6); Bunker's Hill; 
Watermills ; Whitfield ; Goldenhill ; 
Great Harwood; (Pochin No. 1); and 
Astley Pit Collieries; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. | SALF OF eee are LIQUORS 
Petition from Wharfedale, for altera- ON SUNDAY BILL. 


tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour; from Somer- 
sham ; and, Godmanchester ; to lie upon 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. the Table. 


Petition from St. Andrews, in favour ; IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
to lie upon the Table. RENTS). 

LONDON WATER BILL. Copy presented, of Return of Judicial 
nisteleees tn Guaaiex 2 oe P Rents fixed during the month of June, 
Petitions in favour; from St. Pan- | 1991 [by Command]; to lie upon the 

eras; and, Westminster; to lie upon pijje- * - 

the Table. 

i. ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES) (APPRO 
LICENSING BILL. PRIATION ACCOUNT). 
Petitions in favour; from Middlesex ; Appropriation Account presented ‘of 

North Lancashire; and, Cheshire; to the sums granted by Parliament for the 

lie upon the Table. expense of the Ordnance Factories, the 

cost of the production of which have 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ bee F ther Votes for the ve; 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. cen charged to other Votes for the yes 
as rare as ended 3lst March, 1901, together with 
Petitions in favour ; from Felling ; the Report of the Comptroller and 

Barking Town ; and, St. Faiths; to lie Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to 

upon the Table. lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

| No. 87.] 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 

se WIFE'S SIST ve aamell EMIGRATION (COLONIES). 

‘ pacaag xx? Boe ey, against; to Copy presented, of Report on the 

> Upon the Saas. Emigrants’ Information Office for the 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL year ended 31st December, 1901 [by 
Se ane oo ““. Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour; from Dowlais ; 


Cross Hands; Park Colliery ; Great UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 
Mountain ; Glangarnant ; Cawdor ; 


- s : Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts 
Pendleton ; Crynant ; Dillwyn ; Seven of the Galeuiee of Aberdeen for the 
a pe Peggy” Mi. amc year ending 15th September, 1901 [by 
<a ga pk spgar ee E Act] ; - 4 _— the Table, and to be 
Pitt; Great Harwood; Pochin (No. 1); printed. [No. 88.] 

Cefn Brithdir; East Elliott ; Whit- TREATY SERIES (No. 3, 1902.) 
worth (No. 2); Whitfield; Goldenhill ; 
Watermills ; Bunker’s Hill; Kidsgrove 
(No. 18) Pit; Halmer End; Audley ; 
Kidsgrove ; Talke ; Brown Edge ; Buck- 
nall; Harriseahead ; Pitshill; Norton 
Green ; and, Madeley Collieries ; to lie 
upon the Table. | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Agreement between 
the United Kingdom and Japan relative 
to China and Corea. Signed at London, 
30th January, 1902 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 


'Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
; 2 2745 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, | Table. 

| Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House :— 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) ; a 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT BRIDLINGTON PIERS AND HARBOUR. 
BILL. Copy of Abstract of the General 
Petitions in favour; from Ruther- Annual Account for the year ending 

glen; Stonehaven ; Barrhead; Buckie; ending 26th July, 1901 [by Act}. 

and, Crail ; to lie upon the Table. ———_ 
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161 Questions. 
(3.35.) QUESTIONS. | 


South African War—Treatment of Boer 
Leaders—Banishment Proclamation. _ 
Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies whether, with the view of 

removing discriminations against Boer 

leaders who surrender unconditionally 
as compared with those who surrender 
subject to the condition that they shall 
not be banished, His Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment will either proclaim the withdrawal 
of the Banishment Proclamation of 6th 

August, 1901, or at least a modification | 

thereof to the effect of exempting from 

its provisions Boer leaders who surrender 
voluntarily. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir; the Govern- 
ment are not prepared to adopt either 
of the policies suggested in the Question. 


New Zealand and the South African 
Meat Contract. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether any 
protest has been received from New 
Zealand with respect to the recent 
contract for meat for South Africa ; and, 
if so, what reply was returned; and 
whether the Prime Minister of New 
Zealand has now expressed his satisfaction 
with the contract. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
received a communication on the subject | 
through the Governor of New Zealand, 


but I do not know whether it 
would be correct to describe it as a 
protest. I have replied giving full 


explanations, and I hope that my answer | 
has been satisfactory to the Prime, 
Minister, but I have not received any 
further communication. | 





Remounts—Present Provision. 
Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 


{3 Marcu 1902} 


Questions. 162 


and acclimatised horses for the continuance 
of the war in South Africa. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
War (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 


_As I have already told the House, while 


the demand for horses from South Africa 
is for 10,000 a month, 16,000 were 
shipped in January, and for the most 


' part are already landed. About 14,500 


were shipped in February, and on their 
way to South Africa, while arrangements 


| have already been made for about 13,500 
_to sail in March. 
_ therefore, to the above extent in excess 


The supply being, 


of the demand should be sufficient to meet 
all requirements and the necessary wastage. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W) : 
Is the complement of horses at the front 
satisfactory and sufficient 2 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have every reason 
to think it is satisfactory. All the 
information I have received from Lord 
Kitchener points to that conclusion. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Shall we be able to 
discuss this matter on the Estimates to- 


| morrow ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: That is a Question 
for the Chairman of Committees and not 
for me. 


Horse Transport Contracts. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he will give the 
number of horses and mules carried to 
South Africa since lst January, 1898, in 
ships chartered by Messrs. Houlder, 
Brothers, under Army contracts, and the 
total number of horses and mules carried 
to South Africa under Army contracts 
since that date. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stantey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): The total num- 
bers of horses and mules carried to South 





Secretary for War a Question of which I Africa since Ist January, 1898, in ships 
have given him _ private notice, viz., chartered by Messrs. Houlder, Brothers, 
whether the mobile colums in South | 0n behalf of the War Office, are 85,549 
Africa are fully supplied wtih horses, | horses and 300 mules. The total number 
and can place their full-mounted strength carried in all has been 293,243 horses 
in the field ; what reserves exist to supply | and 96,820 mules under contracts made 
the wastage, and what provision has been | by the War Office, Admiralty, and Colonial 
made for an adequate supply of sound | Governments. 


VOL. CIV. [FOURTH SERIES. ] F 
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Deficient Supply of Horses. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to ask | 
the Secretary of State for War, seeing that 
the purchase and embarkation of horses 
for South Africa has been regulated by 
the demand since the beginning of the 


war, and that the supply has averaged | 


over 10,000 horses per month, if he can 
explain why, during the months of 
October and November, 1900, the demand 
was only for 2,000 horses; does the 


responsibility for such a demand rest | 


with the present or the late Commander- 
in-Chief in South Africa or with His 
Majesty’s Government ; and can he state 
how long the mobility of the South 
African force suffered in consequence of 
the average supply for these two months 
being 8,000 horses per month below the 
normal supply. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to the 
first two paragraphs I have nothing to 
add to the reply which I gave the hon. 
Member on this subject on Thursday 
last.t As regards the last paragraph, I 
am not aware that the mobility of the 
troops was thereby affected. 

Remount Department—Lieutenant- 
Colonel Birkbeck. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, with reference 
to the officers in charge of remounts in 


South Africa, if he can inform the House | 


what was the regimental rank of 
Lieutenant-Colonel Birkbeck on _his 
appointment by the General Officer 
Commanding, Cape Colony, as Assistant 
Inspector of Remounts in South Africa, 
October, 1899. After the return of 
Colonel Stevenson (Assistant Inspector of 
Remounts, Natal), in December, 1900, 
by order of Lord Roberts, was that post 
vacant until the appointment of Major 
General Viscount Downe, in December, 
1901; and, if not, can he state by whom 
it was filled) And can he explain why 
it was not until over two years after the 
commencement of the war that the 
desirability of ‘appointing an officer of 
the rank of Major-General as officer in 
charge of remount operations in South | 
Africa was realised. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to the| 
first paragraph, Lieutenant-Colonel Birk- | 
beck had then the rank of Major. In| 





+t See preceding Volume, p. 1273. 
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_reply to the second paragraph, both 


appointments were amalgamated in 
Lieutenant-Colonel Birkbeck. In reply 
to the third paragraph, an officer was sent 
out for inspection duty at the request of 
Lord Kitchener, who at the same time 
expressed himself as quite satisfied with 
the manner in which Lieutenant Colonel 
Birkbeck had carried out his duties. 


The Klerksdorp Disaster. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg toask 
the Secretary for War whether he has 
any further information to give of the 
attack on Von Donop’s force; and 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the fact that several of the wounded 
officers have been in hospital some time. 
Can he also explain the long delay in 
giving particulars of that affair. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The distance was 
very considerable, and unfortunately all 
the force was broken up. A considerable 
number of men were killed and wounded, 
and others were taken prisoners. I do 
not know whether the hon. Gentleman 
has seen the telegram which I sent to the 
Press three or four hours ago, and which 
gave such details as have reached Lord 
Kitchener from the commanding officer, 
and I cannot add anything to that 
information. 


General Scheepers. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that, in the 
Army Orders, South Africa, dated Army 
Headquarters, Pretoria, 20th January, 
extracts are given from the proceedings 
of the Military Court which tried General 
Scheepers, and that he is there officially 
described as Gideon Jacobus Scheepers, a 
burgher of the late Orange Free State; 
and will he say whether Scheepers was a 
burgher of the Free State, as there stated. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have seen a copy 
of the Orders referred to. The statements 
made therein are accurate. 


Boer Prisoners—Alleged Deportation of 
Children. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that on 2lst December a 
transport was despatched from Cape 
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Town for the Bermudas with about 800 | 
Boer prisoners on board, of whom more 
than half were children of from ten to 
seventeen years of age; and whether 
the deportation of children and other | 
innocent persons is sanctioned by the | 
Government. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have no informa- 
tion to this effect. If the hon. Member 
will furnish me _ with information 
substantiating his statements, I will 
inquire. 


Reported Arrest of Dutch British 

ubjects. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Kifion): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
Mr. De Wet, a British subject, who 
came to this country as a minister of 
peace from the Graaf Reinet Congress, 
is now, and has been for months, 
confined in a military camp at Matjes- 
fontein ; whether any, and, if so, what 
charge has been brought against him ; | 
and whether he has been brought to 
trial; whether Messrs. Botha and Du 
Plessis, who were Mr. De Wet’s 
colleagues and are also British subjects, 
are also in captivity; and, if so, will he 
state where and on what grounds ; 
and whether, if he has no information on 
any oi these matters, he will take steps 
to ascertain the facts. 


No, Sir, none of 
been arrested or 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
these por.ons have 
hindered in any way. 


Wounded Officers—Promotion Prospects. 
Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : 
i beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether officers who have been 
placed upon half-pay, owing to injuries 
received in action, but are now doing 
duty at home, will thus lose their 
ordinary chances of promotion; and, 
whether, in regard to such promotion, | 
officers upon half-pay who are doing 
such duty will be treated differently 
from officers upon half-pay who are not 
doing duty. 
“Mr. BRODRICK: 


There is every | 
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National Scouts. 
Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 


|can state what form of oath has been 


taken by the Burghers from whom the 
National Scouts are re:ruited; and 
arms are entrusted to any 
Burghers who have broken any oath of 
allegiance or neutrality during the South 
African campaign. 

understand 


Mr. BRODRICK: I 


‘that all men serving in the National 


Scouts have taken the oath of allegiance 
to His Majesty the King, and that arms 
are not entrusted to men who have 
broken their oath of neutrality. 


Mr. PIRIE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman state how it is that men 
with such English names as Taylor, 
Monckton and Soulsby, are frequently 
found in the casualty lists connected with 
the National Scouts ! 


{No answer was returned. ] 


Volunteers at the Front. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state how many companies and the 
total number of Volunteers in South 
Africa who could be relieved under the 
provisions of Army Order 29 of 1902; 
also, seeing that since the issue of that 


Order only thirty-six officers and 1,460 


men have been raised, how Jong it will 
take to effect the total relief intended. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There are at present 
in South Africa fifty-five companies and 
detachments of Volunteers to be relieved, 
amounting in all to about 4,860 men. 
The time for effecting their total relief 
depends entirely on the readiness of 
further recruits to come forward, or on 
Lord Kitchener being able to dispense 
with their services. 


Military Courts Martial—Case of Private 
Burton, 3rd Battalion, Railway Pioneers. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been called to the case of Joseph 


desire to do justice to these officers, and Flavell Burton, of the 3rd_ Battalion 


their,position is being considered. 


Railway Pioneers, who on the 3rd 
F 2 
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January, 1902, was sentenced by court- 
martial to imprisonment for nine 


Questions. 


calendar months, on the charge of dere- | 


liction of duty when acting as a sentinel 


at Rietfontein on 24th December, 1901, , 


at No. 3 Blockhouse; and, whether he 
will make further inquiry into this case 
with a view to a 
sentence. 


Lorp STANLEY: No proceedings of 
this court-martial have yet reached the 
War Office. 


Militia Battalions at the Front. 

Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I beg to 
askthe Secretary of State for War whether 
he will state how many of the militia 
battalions which volunteered for foreign 
service at the end of the year 1899 and 
the first three months of 1900 are still 
serving in South Africa; and whether 
he can shortly arrange for the relief of 
these battalions, all of which will shortly 
have completed two full years of foreign 
service. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Fifteen militia 
battalions which have been out since the 
beginning of 1900 are still in South 
Atrica ; of these four are due to leave in 
about a week. The others will be re- 
lieved as other militia battalions volun- 
teer to relieve them. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 


Can the right hon. Gentleman say which | 


are leaving ? 
Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot. 


Army Canteens Committee. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
give the names of Members of the Com- 
mittee about to be assembled by the 
Commander-in-Chief to inquire into the 
management and mode of supplying 
army canteens; and whether care will 
be taken that only officers having prac- 
tical experience in the management and 
inspection of canteens will be appointed, 
and that no officer who is a member of 
or pecuniarily interested in any society, 
company, or firm at present doing busi- 
ness with canteens will be allowed to 
serve on the said Committee. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The selection of 
the members of the Committee is not 
yet complete, but care will be taken that. 
no officers who are members of or are 
pecuniarily interested in any society, 
company, or firm at present doing busi- 
ness with canteens are included therein. 


reduction of the! 


Burton Beer for Irish Canteens. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Financial See- 
retary to the War Office whether he is. 
aware that the contract for the supply of 
the troops in Ireland with stout has been 
given to the Burton breweries, although 
the Irish brewers quoted at a lower price ; 
and whether he will inquire what reason 
induced the responsible 
depart from the usual custom of accept- 


ing the lowest tender, and will he take: 


steps to secure the observance of this 
practice in the case of Irish manufac- 
turers. 


Lorp STANLEY: Iam not aware of 
the matters referred to, which rest en- 
tirely with the General Officer Command- 
ing the District. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the noble: 
Lord inquire ? 
Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. This isa 


matter entirely in the discretion of the: 


General Officer Commanding, and I am 
not going to interfere with his discretion. 


Transvaal Companies and Company Law. 

Masor EV ANS-GORDON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Stepney): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether his 
attention has been called to the loss which 
is occasioned to the Inland Revenue by 
the registration of limited liability com- 
panies in Johannesburg instead of in 
London, without the previous issue of 
prospectuses, and the consequent evasion 
of the Company Law; whether he is 
aware that the shares of the companies 
su registered are dealt in on the London 
Stock Exchange at inflated values ; and 
whether he can see his way to put a stop 
to these practices. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, 
Leeds, Central): I am aware that the 


‘ shares in limited companies registered in. 


authority to: 
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the Transvaal Colony and in other Col- 
nies and foreign countries, and there- 
fore not subject to the provisions of the 
English Companies Acts are dealt in on 
the London Stock Exchange, but whether 
prospectuses Of such companies are or 
are not previously issued, or whether the 
shares are dealt in at inflated values I 
cannot say. Probably the point which 
my hon. and gallant friend appears 
to have in his mind would be met 
by framing new rules for the registration 
of companies in the Transvaal, and I am 
informed that this is being done, but any 
question on this subject should be ad- 


dressed to my right hon. friend the: 


Secretary of State for the Colonies. 


H.M.S. “Sunfish.” 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
“Sunfish” is one of the destroyers 
counted as immediately fit for service 
in the Mediterranean ; whether she has 
been in dockyard hands for repairs since 
August, 1900; and whether it is antici- 
pated that she will be completed for 
sea service by May next. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ArnoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The repairs to the “ Sunfish” will 
be completed by May next, and she will 
then be counted as immediately fit for 
service. She was laid up in August, 
1900, for the re-tubing of a boiler, and 
it was then found necessary to effect 
large repairs to the bottom reservoirs. 
The parts of these had to be manufac- 
tured in the United Kingdom, but have 
been forwarded to Malta. 


Gold Remittances for India. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he will state the value of 
the gold remitted from India on Govern- 
ment account since the end of September 
last, including the consignment now 
expected, and what is the special pur- 
pose for which the latter is intended. 
What is the amount of gold retained as 
part of the currency reserves, and in 
the reserves of the Government of India 
respectively ; how much in sovereigns 
has been paid out from both these 
reserves in exchange for fifteen rupees; 
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what number of rupees has been coined 
or issued by the Mint during the same 
period. What were the cash balances of 
the Government of India here and in 
India at the close of last month, and 
what has been the average of advances 
per month from the Indian cash 
balances here to the money market in 
the four months ending with January 
last. And will he give the amount in 
sterling received during the present 
financial year up to this time in pay- 
ment for council bills and telegraphic 
transfers, 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmItton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): (1) The value of the gold re- 
mitted from India on account of Govern- 
ment since the end of September, 1901, is 
£500,000. (2) No further consignment 
of gold is now expected ; the last consign- 
ment has been invested on account of the 
gold reserve fund. (3) On the 22nd of 
February, 1902, the amount of gold in 
the currency reserve was £4,644,000. 
(4) And in the Treasuries of the Govern- 
ment of India £54,000, besides £1,939,000 
in the gold reserve fund. (5) The 
number of sovereigns altogether paid out 
in exchange for rupees, is £9,290,496, 
of which it is estimated that about 
£4,000,000 are in circulation. (6) The 
number of rupees coined, was in 1899— 
1900, 13,018,078, and in 1900-1901, 
171,479,318; from April to December, 
1901, the value of the silver received and 
coined in the Mints was Rs. 88,468,811, 
of which nearly half was for the coinage 
of British dollars, and the remainder 
included fractional coins, as well as rupees 
issued to replace old coins called in. (7) 
On the 31st of January, the cash balances 
in India were about 1,372 lakhs of 
rupees, and in England £4,004,088. (8) 
The average amount lent per month from 
the cash balance in London from October 
to January inclusive, was approximately 
£2,975,000. (9) The sterling amount to 
be received in 1901—1902, from the sale of 
bills and telegraphic transfers on India, 
to the 1st of March, is £16,460,358. 


Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi Railway. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he is aware that there has been 
a sum of about £10,000 lying without in- 
terest at the Bank of England to the credit 











171 


of the Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi Railway, 
for the last twenty years ; that in 1886, this 
undertaking was vested in the Govern- 
ment of India, and that Section 54 of the 
Act provided for the eventual dissolution 
of the company ; is he aware that this 
clause has been inoperative, the company, 
though still in existence, being without 
direction, the last surviving director 
having died last year; and, seeing that 
this deposit represents various sums dis- 
tributable under Section 53 of the Act 
between stockholders of the company to 
parties who cannot be traced, will he 
introduce a Bill, or otherwise provide for 
the final dissolution of the railway com- 
pany, and authorising the Bank to pay 
the money to the Treasury for the benefit 
of India, subject, within a clearly defined 
period, to the presentation of any cheques 
now in existence, signed by the late 
directors of the company. 


Questions, 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Since replying 
to the question put by the hon. Member 
on 15th July lastt, 1 have been in com- 
munication with the Treasury, who are of 
opinion that nothing can be done in the 
matter without legislation. I am advised 
that the funds in question are the pro- 
perty of certain 
Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi Railway Com- 
pany, or their representatives, and that 
neither the Secretary of State in Council, 
nor the Government of India has any 
interest in them. 


the money. 


New German Tariff. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 


Central): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he has any information 
to communicate to the House with regard 
to the German tariff and its effect upon 
the export to Germany of British goods, 
or concerning the steel trust in the United 


States, or the Shipping Subsidy Bill | 


before Congress; and can he say what 
steps His Majesty’s Government proposes 
to take in the interests of British trade. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 


CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bris- | 


tl, W.) (for Lord CRaNBoRNE): The pro- 
posed new German Customs Tariff is now 


+ See (4) Debates, xevii, 428. 
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shareholders of the | 


In those circumstances | 
I do not propose to promote legislation, | 
for the purpose of acquiring contro! over 
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before a Select Committee of the Reich- 
stag, and its probable effect upon British 
trade has been and is under consideration 
in consultation with the Advisory Com- 
mittee of the Board of Trade, who have 
been in communication with the principal 
Chambers of Commerce. There is no 
information in our possession which could 
usefully be published at the present time, 
with regard to the Steel Trusts in the 
United States. Papers with regard to 
Senator Frye’s New Steamship Subsidy 
sill will be communicated to the Select 
Committee on Steamship Subsidies if 
it is reappointed by the House. The 
last question is not one which can be 
dealt with in an answer to a Question. 


Germany and Shantung. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
|for Foreign Affairs if he has any official 
reports showing that the German Govern- 
ment is endeavouring to secure exclusive 
administrative and commercial privileges 
in the Chinese province of Shantung ; and 
whether any communications upon this 
subject have passed between the British 

and German Governments. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH (for Lord 
CRANBORNE): We have heard that the 
German Government are negotiating for 
certain mining concessions in Shantung, 
‘but we have heard nothing of attempts 
to secure exclusive administrative privi- 
leges. All concessions must to a certain 
extent be exclusive, and whether they 
assume the character of being contrary 
to the Treaty rights of this country and 
other Powers in China depends upon 
various considerations, and notably the 
area over which any exclusive rights are 
claimed or granted insuch concessions. His 
Majesty’s Government are not at present 
informed as to the extent of these conces- 
sions. No communication has passed be- 
| tween the two Governments on the subject. 


Preferential Treatment of Empire 
roducts. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies whether he has any information in 
his possession showing the feeling of the 
Canadian Government and people as to 
the results in the increase of mutual 
trade attending the preference of 25 per 
cent. given togBritish goods on the ter- 


| mination of the prohibiting treaties in 
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1898, and increased to 33} per cent. in | 


1900; if his attention has been called to 
the recent declaration on the same subject 
of the Premier of New Zealand; and, if 
it is proposed to discuss the development 
of trade between all parts of the British 
Empire on mutually advantageous terms 
and on a preferential basis in the con- 
ferences between himself and _ the 
representatives of the Colonies attending 
His Majesty’s Coronation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
official information as to the feeling of 
the Government and people of Canada 
in regard to the results of the preferential 
tariff accorded to British goods. My 
attention has been called to the declara- 
tion of the New Zealand Premier, and it 
is proposed to discuss the commercial 
relations of the Empire with the repre- 
sentatives of the self-governing Colonies 
when they come here for the Coronation. 


Watering Coal Dust in Mines. 

Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State forthe Home Department 
whether he has considered the report by 
Messrs. Galloway, 8S. T. Evans, and 
L. T. Robson, together with the finding 
of the jury on the Universal Colliery 
explosion, with reference to the necessity 
of further measures to enforce the 
watering of coal dust in mines; and 
whether he proposes to take any action 
thereupon. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rir- 
cle, Croydon): The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
As to the second, I must point out that 
the Coal Mines Regulation Act requires 


that in dusty mines the roof and sides | 
within | 


shall be thoroughly watered 


twenty yards of the place where a shot | 


is to be fired. The lamentable explosion | 
is question will be an additional incen- | 
| GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLTeR 


tive to the endeavours of the inspectors 
to enforce this rule and to impress on 
owners of dusty mines the importance of 
thorough watering. It is also to be 
noted that in the Universal Colliery 
where the disaster occurred the system 
of watering by pipes is being rapidly 
extended. The question of further 
strengthening and extending the rules 
by legislation will be considered. 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then I 
understand the right hon. Gentleman 
contemplates legislation on the subject ? 


Questions. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The question whether 
the existing rule shall be strengthened 
or extended by legislation will be care- 
fully considered. 


Leamington Vaccination Case. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can now state 
what explanation he has received from 
the clerk to the Leamington Borough 
Magistrates of his detention of a birth 
certificate used in evidence on application 
for a vaccination exemption order on 
3rd February. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The clerk was under 
the impression that it was proper that the 
certificate, having been put in evidence, 
should be retained by the Court. I am, 
however, advised that the Court has no 
power toimpound the document in such 
a case as the present : and I have directed 
the clerk to be informed that the 
certificate should, in my opinion, be 
returned to the owner. 


Battle Public Vaccinator. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether one of the public vaccinators of 
the Battle District, Sussex, has charged the 
guardians fees for the vaccination of 
certain persons after he had already 
charged fees to the persons vaccinated 
for his services; if so, can he state in 
how many cases this occurred, and what 
steps he has taken or proposes to take 
with regard to this public vaccinator, and 
to prevent the practice occurring 
elsewhere. 

Tue PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
Lone Bristol, S.): I understand that the 
ofticer referred to in the Question in- 
cluded in his register of persons vaccina- 
ted for the quarter ended June last the 
names of three persons for whose vac- 
cination he was paid as their private 
medical attendant. He thus contravened 
Section 22 of the Vaccination Act, 1867. 
On finding this to be the case, he appearg 
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the guardians to the matter and returned 
to them the fees they had paid him for 
the three vaccinations. I have only re- 
ceived the officer's explanation within the 


last few days and I am still in communi- | 
cation with the guardians on the subject. | 


I have no reason to suppose that the 
practice complained of prevails, and it 
does not seem to me necessary to take 
any general steps with regard to it. I 
may point out, however, that in any 


such case it is open to the guardians to | 
terminate their contract with the public | 


vaccinator by giving him twenty-eight 
days notice. 


Alleged Death from Vaccination—Case 

of Mr. Essex. 

*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board if his attention has been called to 
an inquest, before Dr. Danford Thomas 
on 31st January, into the death of Mr. 
Essex after vaccination ; is he aware that 
Mr. Essex was vaccinated on the 15th 
ot January, and died on the 26th from 
blood poisoning; whether the lymph 
from which he was vaccinated was 
supplied by the Local Government 
Board, and whether five other gentle- 
men vaccinated at the same time from 
the same lymph were seriously ill ; 
whether the vaccination was from calf 
Jymph, No. 1538 ; and whether anything 
is known of the history of this lymph. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The answer as 
regards the first three points is in the 
affirmative. The jury at the inquest 
found that Mr. Essex died from ‘‘ coma 
and septic meningitis, the septic con- 
dition occurring after vaccination, from 
some external infection, from natural 
causes.” They added that they were 
“satisfied that the vaccination was 
duly and properly performed.” By my 


{COMMONS} 


himself to have drawn the attention of | healing satisfactorily. 
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The lymph was 
| from calf No. 1538, and was used in the 
| vaccination of a large number of persons 
besides those mentioned, but no ill 


| effects have been reported. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: The right 
hon. Gentlema) has not answered the 
last part of the Question—whether any- 
thing is known of the history of the 
lymph. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I think I have 
given the history in answer to the 
(Question. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: No. The right 
hon. Gentleman has teld us other persons 
were vaccinated from it, but he has not 
informed us of the history of the lymph. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I know 
nothing of the previous history of the 
calf. All I know is that the lymph was 
properly taken, and | have told the hon. 
Member what were the effects of the 
vaccination with that lymph. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I will put 
another Question down on the Paper, in 
order to make my meaning clear. 


London Water Bill--Constitution of 

Proposed Joint Committee. 
| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets. Poplar): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local (Government 
Board how many Members of each 
House would be placed on the Joint 
Committee of Lords and Commons to 
which it is proposed to refer the London 
| Water Bill; and whether the House of 
Commons Members would be appointed 
by the House or by the Committee of 
Selection. 


direction one of the Medical Inspectors | 


of the Local Government Board attended 
the inquest and subsequently made 
further inquiry into the matter, and he 
concurred in the view taken by the 
jury. I amnot aware that any of the 
five other persons referred to were 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I propose that 
| the Joint Committee shall consist of five 
| Members of each House, and that the 
| Members from the House of Commons 
|shall be appointed by the Committee of 
| Selection. 


seriously ill as suggested. In only two of | 


the cases does there appear to have been 
any trouble, and in both of these the 
inspector ascertained that the arm was 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
'mouth): How will the Chairman be 
| appointed—by the Committee ? 
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« Mr. WALTER LONG: I imagine that | 


would be governed by the rules which 
control Joint and Select Committees. 


Me. LOUGH (lIslington, W.): If a 
general opinion is expressed in favour of 
sending the Bill to a Committee of the 
House of Commons, will the Government 
persist in the proposal to send it to a 
Joint Committee ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Tonnage Measurement of Fishing Boats. 

*Caprain SINCLAIR: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board o. Trade, 
seeing that the Board of Trade in- 
structions of the year 1898 relating to 
the tonnage measurement of fishing boats 
are being revised by his Department, can 
he state at what date it is expected that 
the revised regulations will be issued and 
brought into operation. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The re- 
vised regulations relating to the tonnage 
measurement of fishing boats will be 
issued and brought into operation as 
soon as the new regulations for registry 
of fishing boats come into force. ‘These 
are now being advertised under the Rules 
Publication Act, and it is hoped that they 
will come into force in May or June. 


Light Railways Act Amendment Bill. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he proposes to bring in a Bill 
this session to amend the Light Railways 
Act ; and, if so, whether he can introduce 
it before Easter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A Bill to 
amend the Light Railways Act is in 
course of preparation, but I am not able 
to say when it will be introduced. 


Preferential Railway Rates. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he will cause an inquiry 
to be instituted by the Railway Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade with the 
view of obliging the carrying companies 
to separate the sea rate from the land rate 
on goods so that the precise ratio of 
Preferential Rates granted to foreign pro- 


duce may be made public. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
sure that I correctly understand the point 
of the hon. Member’s Question; if he 
desires to know the amount of the railway 
portion of a through rate as distinct from 
the charge for sea carriage I gather that 
his point is met by sub-section 4 of 
section 33. of the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1888, and section 14 of the 
Regulation of Railways Act of 1873 
therein referred to. [I am not aware that 
there is any general system of prefeuntial 
rates, in existence but the Board of Trade 
will always be happy to inquire into any 
specific case under the powers of section 
31 of the Act of 1888. 


Questions. 


Tube Railways Vibration Committee. 
Sir GEORGE FARDELL (Padding- 
ton, S.): I beg to ask the President of 


| the Board of Trade whether he has taken, 


or will take, any, and if so, what steps to 
secure compliance by the Central London 
Railway Company withthe recommenda- 
tions of the Committee appointed by the 
Board of Trade to inquire into the vibra- 
tion produced by the working of the 
traffic on the Central London ikailway ; 
and, whetherthe Board of Trade will endea- 
vourto prevent the passing of any Railway 
Bills unless they contain provisions 
adequately protecting frontagers and 
others from injury by vibration caused 
by working of electric traction in tube 
railways. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Board 
of Trade have been in communication 
with the Central London Railway Com- 
pany with reference to the Report of the 
Committee on Vibration. Wher the 


Company have had an opportunity of 
‘further consideing the matter, I shall ask 


them to inform me how they propose to 
give effect to its recommendations. ‘The 
Department will take care that the Com- 
mittee or Committees to which the Bills 
are referred shall have their attention 
directed to the Report which has been 
made by Lord Rayleigh’s Committee. 


Poultry Rongins inthe United Kingdom. 
—Returns Wanted. 
Mr. WALTER PALMER (Salisbury) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture if he will consent to in- 
clude poultry in the Agricultural Returns 
of the year. 
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AGRICULTURE: (Mr. Hansvry, Pres- 
ton): The schedules for the Agricultural 
Returns for the present year are already 
printed, and it would now be too late to 
include poultry in them. A trial was, 
however, given to this proposal from 1884 
to 1886 but was found to be statistically 


unsatisfactory, owing to the indifference | 


of the larger occupiers and the impossi- 
bility of reaching the numerous class _ of 
poultry keepers occupying less than a 
quarter of an acre. Since 1892 only 
occupiers of upwards of one acr> have 
been called upon to make Agricultural 
Returns, and were an attempt now made 
to obtain satisfactory Returns of all 
poultry within the United Kingdom, not 
only would an enormous amount of extra 
work devolve upon the Inland Revenue 
collectors, but the publication of the other 
Agricultural Returns would be seriously 
delayed. ‘The difficulty is further in- 
creased by the large amount of poultry 
kept by the labouring classes in urban 
districts. 


Butter Standard. 

Sik EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture why the evidence 
on which the interim Report of the 
Butter Standard Committee recommend 
ing a 16 per cent. limit has not been issued, 
and will he cause it to be circulated as 
soon as possible. 


Mr. HANBURY: I understand that 
the evidence is in the hands of the printers, 
I hope it will be issued this week. I will 
do my best to have it circulated promptly. 


Halifax and Hong Kong Mails. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treas- 
ury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if his attention has been called 
to the fact that, in the list of sailings of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway and Ocean 
Steamship services, the s.s. ‘ Empress of 
China,” carrying British mails, which was 
advertised to leave Vancouver on the 
14th February, is not due to arrive at 
Hong Kong till 18th March, a period of 
thirty-two days, whilst the mail contract 
provides that the mails shall be conveyed 
between Halifax and Hong Kong within 
a period of thirty anda half days ; and 


{COMMONS} 
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whether the penalties in the contract for 
delay in fulfilling the contract will be 
exacted ; and, if so, how much ; and can 
he state whether it was the s.s. “ Empress 
of China” which actually did leave Van- 
couver on 14th February, and whether 
that ship takes, as advertised, fourteen 
days to perform the trip from Vancouver 
to Yokohama. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTtEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The date 
(14th February) set down in the Schedule 
printed by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company as the date for the Packet 
“ Empress of China” to leave Vancouver 
for Hong Kong is simply a printer's error 
for the 24th of February. The Post- 
master General has no knowledge of any 
Packet having left Vancouver on the 
14th, and he has no reason to doubt that 
the “ Empress of China” which was duly 
despatched on the 24th, will accomplish 
her voyage to Yokohama within fourteen 
days from that date. 


Mr. CALDWELL asked on what days 
the mails advertised to go by the 
“Empress of China, ” were sent from this 
country. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
cannot answer that Question without 
notice ; I think, however, there was an 
error in the Post Office Guide here, 
arising out of the Canadian Pacifie Com- 
pany’s service, 


London Telegraphists—Maximum Pay 
and Promotion. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he can 
state the number of telegraphists stationed 
in London who are in receipt of the 
salary of £160 perannum, with the average 
years of service of the men so_ placed ; 
and whether the number of promotions 
from the £160 point to the next class of 
operating telegraphists, the class recently 
termed overseers, during the year 1901, 
can be given. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The number of Telegraphists at the 
Central Telegraph Office in receipt of a 
salary of £160a year is 336, with an 
average service of twenty-two years. The 
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t for number of promotions ‘to the class of | by the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
, he overseers and senior telegraphists during | Justice, the Master of the Rolls and the 

= the year 1901 was nineteen. | President, and is still under consideration. 
r | Under these circumstances I think my hon. 
, ‘aa Military Drill for School Boys. friend will agree that it would be pre- 
rd Sin JAMES FERGUSSON (Man-| mature that the Presidents should at 
tae chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Vice- this stage express any individual opinion 

President of the Committee of Council on on the points involved. 
Education whether he is aware that in 
the Colony of Natal it is compulsory for United Irish League—Ballinamore 

TO all boys attending Government schools to eeting. 

BER- be military cadets, and that in Australian An hon. Memper: On behalf of 
date Colonies military drill is a part of the! the right hon. Member for South 
dule curriculum ; whether he is aware what is Antrim I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
pis. f the cost to the public of these systems; to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
cket and whether he will consider the whether he is aware that a magistrate of 
a expediency of making some such system  Ballinamore, County Leitrim, who is the 
vile general in this country, according to the President of the Local United Irish 
sie wish expressed by the present Commander- League, presided at a meeting in that 
any in-Chief at Pietermaritzburg, Natal, that town in October or November last ; has 
the this country would follow Natal’s example, his attention been called to the terms 
that and insist on all boys joining cadet corps. of the Resolution urging that there should 
luly f be no dealings with Protestants, which 
Hish THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE Resolution was carried unanimously, and 
_— COMMITTEE or COUNCIL — ON 0 the fact that this justice of the peace 

EDL CAT ION (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- imade no remonstrance; whether this 

bridge University): [ am not aware of magistrate has refused to take the Oath 
ays the arrangements made in Natal and _ of Allegiance as required; and, seeing 
the other Colonies, nor of their cost. A that this justice of the peace holds the 
this circular has recently been issued by the post of coroner, as well as medical officer 

Board of Education in concert with the | for two Royal Irish Constabulary districts, 

War Office making such provision as is | and other Government appointments, will 

E. suitable for drilling boys in the Public | he say what steps His Majesty’s Govern- 
out Elementary Schools, the great bulk of ment. proposes to take, or has taken, in 

an whom leave school at twelve years of age. ‘the matter. 

re, 

. = 
mn- CITKS Of the OE ones Compulsory | Tux ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
*Sin ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, §.):| IRELAND (Mr. ATKINsoN, | London- 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General | derry, N.): I have no information othe1 
Ay aed ie a ¢ ; than that contained in the Question, that a 
Whether, in view of the many representa- | es yar £ the nature ‘adiieatad was 
ag tions made by the Clerks of the Central ae sel Dr ‘Webahe 
ing ee ray el alge yee. sone, rect te < the meniaenil oath on his appoint- 
< Admiralty Division of the High Court of | °°* © "1898 1 tl : yee eth inate Son 

d Justice on the question of compulsory mae wats ih oe Rei — as 
hh retirement being introduced into their | have conformed to the general nae or to 
respective offices, and the fact that the have been seen ye by ag of ge 
d: matter is now under consideration of the | {5t new Commission siter atts sch 
mz [| Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, | the Crown. In the absenes of any ca 

of the Master of the Rolls, and the President | plaint as to the w ay x i m a. - 

iv of the Probate Division, any decision | Official duties, no action will be taken. 

has been arrived at, and whether the —_ 

1, President of the Probate Court sees any | Tottenham Estate, >. wears 

legal impediment to the application of the) Mr. P. A. M HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 

J: rules for compulsory retirement at the | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
i age of sixty-five. | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
¥ a a eee | can say who is responsible to the Irish 

aut ; THE AT TORNEY GEN ERAL (Sir | Government for the management of the 

ws Ropert Frniay, Inverness Burghs) : This | Tottenham Estate, Co. Leitrim; and 
matter has recently been discussed | how many evictions have taken place on 
| 
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this estate since it came under the control 
of the Land Courts: and whether he 
-can now state what progress has been 
made with the inspection of the estate 


which was ordered in July, 1899 ; how) 


long has the work of inspection been in 
progress ; and can he state approximately 
when the inspection is likely to be com- 
pleted. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No one is respon- 
sible to the Government for the 
management of thisestate. The property 
is being administered by the Land 
Judge’s Court, pending sale, and the 
hon. Member must be aware that the 
Government exercises no control over 
the Land Judge. Inquiry is being made 
as to the number of evictions that have 
taken place on the estate. The order for 
inspection was made in July of last year, 
not in the year 1899 as stated, and was 
referred by the Land Commissioners to 
one of the Assistant Commissioners in 
November last. It cannot be stated, even 
approximately, when the inspection ot 
the estate, which comprises over 300 
holdings, will be completed. 


Sligo District Lunatic Asylum. 

Mr. P. A. M HUGH: I beg toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
amounts paid by the counties of Sligo 
and Leitrim respectively, towards the 
maintenance of Sligo District Lunatic 
Asylum in the years 1870, 1880, 1890, 
and 1900. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The amounts paid 
by Sligo in the years mentioned are 
£1,311 16s. 5d., £1,488 17s. 10d., 
£2,486 Os. 9d., and £3,940 8s, 2d. respect- 
ively; and by Leitrim, £883 7s. 9d., 
£1,227 2s. 2d., £2,034 12s. 1d., and 
£3 355 9s. 5d. 


Glenade Extra Police Force. 

Mr. P. A. MHUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been directed toa letter recently addressed 
to him by Mr. Tottenham, of Glenade, 
Co. Leitrim, protesting against the 
extra taxation about to be imposed on 
the people of Glenade by the introduction 
of extra police; is he aware that the 
Ballyshannon Rural District Council 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 184 


/and the Leitrim County Council have 
recently passed Resolutions against the 
imposition of extra police on Glenade; 
will he inform the House of the number 
and character of crimes committed in 
Glenade during the past nine years; and 
will he have the extra police withdrawn. 


Mr. ATKINSGN : Representations 
have been made, as stated, against the 
employment of an additional force of 
constabulary in this district, a moiety of 
the expenses of which will be charged to 
the locality. The force was sent for the 
protection of individuals who are sub- 
jected to intimidation, and for the 
preservation of the public peace. It will 
be withdrawn when no longer required. 
I am making inquiry as to the number 
of outrages committed in the district 
during the period mentioned. 


Callan Petty Sessions Clerkship. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if any decision has 
yet been given by the Lord Lieutenant on 
the objections lodged against the election 
to the clerkship of petty sessions of Head 
Constable Kearney, Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, which took place at Callan on 
the 14th February. Is a head constable 
serving in the force eligible for the 
position of clerk of petty sessions ; what 
is the age limit in such a case ; and what 
is the limit in the case of a retired head 
constable; and, will he say what age 
Head Constable Kearney has stated he 
is ; and is this man still in active service 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the negative. A 
head constable is eligible for election, but 
he must retire from the Constabulary 
hefore his appointment is confirmed. The 
limit of age in such a case, and a'so in 
the case of a head constable who retires 
before the election, is 50 years. The age 
of Head Constable Kearney is 45. He 
has not yet retired from the Force. 


Irish Land Commission—Third Class 
lerkships. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, having regard to the 
change recently made in the programme 
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of examination for third class clerkships 
in the Irish Land Commission, the old 
regulations as usual in such cases will 
remain in foree for the two coming 
examinations, so that candidates above 
the new age limit, who have been pre- 
paring since the last examination, held 
over twelve months ago, may be given 
an opportunity of competing. 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: My right hon. 
friend has been in correspondence with 
the Land Commission and the Civil 
Service Commission2rs in reference to 
this matter. It is true that there has 
been a recent revision of the regulations 
affecting examinations for third class 
clerkships in the former Department, and 
obviously no change could be made in 
regulations of this character, even where 
notice of the date from which the change 
shall take effect is given, without exclud- 
ing or placing at a disadvantage unknown 
persons who are proposing to compete. 
There is at present no vacancy on the 
staff of third class clerks in the Land 
Commission, and, consequently, no exam- 
ination is pending. Should, however, an 
examination be held before the Ist 
January, 1903, arrangements will be 
made for conducting it under the old 
Regulations of June, 1895. 


ween | Foreshore—Cottiers and the 
ollection of Seaweed. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
owner of Rosturk Castle, Co. Mayo, 
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is attempting to prevent the cottiers in | 


the neighbourhood of Mallaranny from 


gathering seaweed along the foreshore ; | 


whether he is aware that these people 
have to go out in boats and cut the sea- 
weed off the rocks or drag it off; and, 
whether, seeing that seaweed below high- 
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from the Crown to the owner of this 
foreshore, and has successfully asserted 
that right, I believe, on several occasions. 
The Crown cannot interfere in these 
prosecutions in the manner suggested. 


Questions. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Is it not the fact that 
the seaweed under the low-water mark is 
the property of the Crown ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Prima facie it is. 


Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he is aware that 
Sergeant McGee, of Mallaranny, Co. 
Mayo, has gone into the houses of several 


| persons in that district and threatened to 


prosecute them if they attempted to gather 
seaweed along the foreshore of the estate 
of the owner of Rosturk Castle: will he 
state at whose expense and why this 
sergeant has been doing this duty ; and, 
if this sergeant acted without authority, . 
will he see that his conduct is brought 
under the notice of the proper authority. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Sergeant McGee 
while on patrel entered several houses 
and merely warned the parties for their 
own protection that they might expose 
themselves to the risk of proceedings at 
the suit of the landlord if they per- 
sisted in exercising this alleged right. 
He did not threaten to proseeute them 
or to interfere in any way with that 
dispute. 


Dr. AMBROSE: If I give the right 


_hon. Gentleman the name of the people 


on whom the police called and whom they 
threatened to prosecute, will he further 
inquire ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I am informed that 


‘the police did not threaten to prosecute 


water mark is the property of the Crown, | 


he will prevent the prosecution of these 
people for taking it away. The hon. 
Member complained that the name of the 
owner of Rosturk Castle had been struck 
out at the Table. 


*\Ir. SPEAKER: It was struck out 
because it was not in order to give it. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The owner of the 


anybody. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Has not the right 
hon. Gentleman got his information from 


| a partisan source, viz., the police ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Banbridge Post Office—Alleged Pilfering. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 


property claims the right under grant! General, whether he is aware that four 
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female officials in the Banbridge Post Office 
have recently complained in writing to the 
Post Office authorities that on several 
occasions moneys, the property of the 
Postmaster General, were stolen from 
their several drawers in the office, which 
noneys they had to make good out of 
their salaries; and, seeing that inquiries 
were instituted on these complaints, 
whether he can give the name of the 
person detected taking money out of the 
drawer of one of the complainants, and 
say what connection she had with the 
office; whether she will be prosecuted ; 
or, if not, what action will be taken in 
the matter; and will the moneys stolen 


from the other clerks be refunded to 
them. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Complaints as described have been re- 
ceived in regard to alleged losses at the 
Banbridge office, but it was only recently 
that the charge of pilfering could be 
brought home to any officer. The Post- 
master General was advised that the case 
was not one in which he should institute 
a prosecution; but he has dismissed the 
officer in question. The circumstances 
are not such as to justify the losses being 
made good by the Department. The 
Postmaster General does not think it 
right to state the name of the dismissed 
officer. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is it not 
the fact that the detective officer who 
went down to investigate actually 


caught some one taking money out of 


the drawers ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: My 
information is not to that effect. In any 
case, each assistant has a key to the 
drawer in which she keeps cash and 
valuables, and she should take sufficient 
precautions to prevent any pitiering. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Then on 
what ground was one of the assistants 
dismissed ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have said that my information is not to 
the effect that the offender was actually 
caught pilfering. 


MONS} 


Bell Rock Lenticular Apparatus, 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the lenticular apparatus exhibited at the 
Glasgow Exhibition, and described as 
intended to be erected at the Bell Rock 
Lighthouse at the close, of the exhibition, 
was supplied by Messrs. Chance according 
to their contract ; and, if not, how many 
similar apparatus have been supplied to 
the lighthouse authorities in contra- 
vention of that contract. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The len- 
ticular apparatus for the Bell Rock 
Lighthouse was not supplied by Messrs, 
Chance. The apparatus being cf a special 
design not covered by Messrs. Chance’s 
contract, tenders were invited by open 
competition. I am informed by the 
Lighthouse authorities that no similar 
apparatus has been obtained since the 
date of Messrs. Chance’s contract. 


Irish Gold Ornaments. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he can say out of 


what fund the legal expenses of the 
British Museum, in the case for the 


recovery of the Irish gold ornaments are 
being defrayed ; and, in view of the fact 
that the Irish and the English law 
officers of the Crown are unanimous in 
the opinion that these ornaments are 
illegally retained by the British Museum. 
and that a demand has been addressed 
by the Crown to the British Museum to 
deliver up these ornaments, whether he 
will see that the legal expenses of the 
British Museum in connection with the 
case are not paid out of the public funds. 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: I under- 
stand that the Trustees of the British 
Musum are advised that they have no 
legal right to give up these ornaments, 
and that, therefore, they feel they 
cannot do so without the decision of a 
Court. In order that the case may be 
properly placed before the Court it is 
necessary that some legal expenses 
should be incurred on behalf of the 
Trustees, which could not properly be 
charged on the ordinary Votes by which 
| the Museum is supported, norcould they 





ae wf ..4 ww & 


r 





188 


3. 

< the 
ether 
t the 
d as 
Rock 
ition, 
rding 
nany 
od to 
ntra- 


> len- 
Rock 
eSSTS, 
recial 
ince’s 
open 

the 
milar 
» the 


ford, 
t the 
it of 
the 
the 
8 are 
. fact 
law 
us in 
: are 
eum. 
essed 
m to 
r he 

the 

the 
Inds. 


ider- 
‘itish 
e no 
ents, 
they 
of a 
y be 
it is 
enses 
~ the 
ly be 
rhich 
they 





189 Message from 


be asked to pay such expenses them- 
selves, as, even assuming them to be 
wrong, they are only acting to the best 
of their judgment in their official 
capacity. Their expenses will, therefore, 
be paid from the Vote for law charges. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE: Will any 
special Estimate be made for the law 
charges ¢ 


Sr M. HICKS BEACH: 
think not. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he can state when the trial between the 
Treasury and the British Museum for the 
recovery of the Irish gold ornaments will 
take place. 


No, Sir, I 


sir M. HICKS BEACH: I under- 
stand that the time given by the Court 
for the delivery of the Defence expires on 
the 8th instant. It is not possible to 
state in advance the exact date on which 
the trial will take place. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman give no idea of the 
date ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir, it 


does not rest with me. 


Sim THOMAS ESMONDE: I will 
repeat the Question in ten days time. 


Military and Naval Works Bill. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint Bor- 
oughs): I beg toask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the Government intend 
to introduce any Military or Naval Works 
Bills this Session. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH (for Mr. A. 
J. BALFourR) : No, Sir. 


New Procedure Rules. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I desire to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer a Question of which I have 
given him private notice, viz., whether he 
can explain the object of issuing the 
revised version of the proposed new Rules 
of Procedure distributed to Members this 
morning ; can he explain the material 
ditierence between this version and the 
one formerly circulated—can he state 
whether— 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! This 


is going beyond the limits of a Question. 
The hon. Member is now discussing a 
Parliamentary Paper. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then I will 
simply ask whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man can give any explanation at all of 
the revised version. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The Paper has 
been circulated in order to show what are 
the proposals placed before the House by 
the Government. They will be moved 
at the proper time. I propose to 
postpone the Rules of Procedure until 
tomorrow week. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that two proposals 
in the revised version are inconsistent 
with each other ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not think 
that is so. It is a matter of inter- 
pretation. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 
PANEL). 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel that they had 
appointed Sir James Fergusson to act 
as Chairman of the Standing Committee 
for the consideration of Bills relating to 
Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure. 


Sir James FerGusson further reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel that they 
had agree] to the following Resolution: 
That any Member of the Chairmen’s 
Panel be and he is hereby empowered to 
ask any other Member of the Chairmen’s 
Panel to take his place in case of necessity. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—HOUSING 
OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 

That they concur with this House in 
their Resolution, ‘‘That it is expedient 
that a Select Committee of this House be 

appointed to join with a Committee of the 
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Lords to consider the Standing Orders re- 
lating to houses occupied by persons of 
the labouring class and the Clauses 
usually inserted in Private and. Local 
Bills and Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bills in pursurance thereof ; and to report 
whether any Amendments should be 
made in such Standing Orders and 
Clauses, and especially whether any and 
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~ 


| order to properly consider the nature of 


what provision should be made for! 


better securing the re-housing of all 


persons of the labouring class who may | 
be displaced in connection with the. 


undertakings to which the Bills relate, 
whether displaced under the powers 
given by the Bills, or otherwise.” 


NEW BILL. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 

INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) BILL. 
“To enable county councils in Ireland 
to exclude congested districts from the 
area of charge for certain purposes,’ 
presented by Mr. Wyndham, under 
Standing Order 31; to be read a second 


this measure. As most hon. Members, 
of the House are aware, last year [ 
expressed my views upon this subject 
when I introduced a Bill which had 
been most carefully prepared by Mr. 
Gerald Fitzgerald, and which was read 
a first time and ordered to Le printed 
on the 23rd of July. Although some 
portions of the Bill now introduced by 
the Government are the same as my 
own, I regret to say that there are other 
portions which are not included in this 
Bill which would seriously affect the 
working of the measure introduced by 
me, and therefore I propose to ask, if 
this Bill is read a second time, that my 


| Bill shall be sent to the same Committee, 


to be considered at the same time as 


the Government Bill. The common 
object is to get a measure passed 
ithat will be of advantage to all 


| classes of the community. 


We want a 
measure which will not only give a new 
water authority that will work more 


satisfactorily, but we want an authority 


time on Monday next, and to be printed. | 


(Bill 112.] 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
[SECOND READING. } 
[SEcoND Day’s DEBATE. ] 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment proposed to 
Question [27th February], “That the 
Bill be now read a second time.”’ 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘this House, while welcoming the adoption of 
the principle of purchase and the creation of a 


‘of the 
| mission, when 


set up which will deal fairly with the 
present holders of water stock, and 
which will see that water affairs have 
a proper organisation, so that the 
interests of the water consumers gener- 
ally will be looked after 


The House, no doubt, is aware 
fact that the Royal Com- 
considering the consti- 
tution of the new water authority, 
assumed that that authority would not 


be larger than thirty members, but the 


water authority which is now proposed 
would amount to sixty-nine. Upon the 
water authority recommended by the 


| Royal Commission, out of thirty members 


special court of arbitration. is of opinion that | 
the authority proposed to be created for the | 
murchase and control of the water supply of | 
one sang is unsatisfactory and unworkable, and | 
repugnant to the general principles of municipal | 


government.’ ”— (Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


(4.15.) Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE 
(Camberwell, Dulwich): In rising to 
discuss this Bill I am afraid I shall have 
to trouble the House for some time in 


ten were to be given to the London 
County Council, and the Bill now before 
the House only gives the same number to 
the London County Council as was recom- 
mended by the Royal Commission. The 
Royal Commission suggested that the 
London County Council should nominate 


_tenmeibersof the Water Board, being one- 





third of the whole body, but the Govern- 
ment Bill which we are now considering 
only allows the London County Council a 
representation of one-seventh of the 
whole body. I think the present Bill is 
wrong in allowing certain of our municipal 
boroughs to have two members and other 
boroughs only one member. What is there 
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to define the question as to whether there 
should be one member or two members ? 
It is perfectly right and proper that every 
metropolitan borough should have at 
least one representative of its interests. 
In the Bill which I introduced last year 
it was provided that the London County 
Council were to have sixteen members on 
the water authority instead of ten 
members, which is now proposed, and 
that every metropolitan borough should 
have its one representative. Therefore, 
what may be called the inner circle of 
London would be represented under both 
these Bills by about the same number. 
That seems to me to be an important 
thing when you are going to constitute a 
new authority, and when you are hand- 
ing over to this new body a great and 
important question dealing with the ex- 
penditure of something like £40,000,000. 
Therefore, it is most important that we 
should be certain that this authority is a 
thoroughly good and strong body, capable 
of looking after the interests of the water 
consumers and of managing their affairs 
properly. The Royal Commission, when 
it came to deal with this point, suggested 
that the appointment of the Chairman 
and the Vice Chairman should be handed 
over to the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I am convinced that that 
is the right thing to do, because, as the 
House will be aware, the Board now to be 
constituted is a body that will only last 
for three years, because we are supposed 
to have a fresh election every three years. 
What is thought necessary in dealing 
with this question is to try and get a 
body some portions of which would go on 
continuously. In the Bill which I intro- 
duced last year, I proposed that the 
Chairman and the Vice Chairman should be 
nominated by the President of the 
Local Government Board. I proposed 
that the Chairman should have £3,000 
a year, the Vice Chairman £1,500 a year, 
ard that the Water Board should be 
allowed to nominate a Deputy Chairman 
to whom they might pay £500. I also 
proposed in my Bill that there should 
be an executive body consisting of ten 
members from the Water Board, making 
an Executive Committee altogether of 
thirteen. I proposed that the members 
of this Executive Committee should each 
receive £250 per annum. My proposals 
involved a total payment of £7,000 a 
year. In dealing with such a large and | 
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these great water undertakings, you can- 


| more like a Board of Directors. 


not look upon this Water Board as a 
municipal body altogether, but it will be 
I would 


point out that every Board of Directors, 
/such as railway directors, is paid large 
/sums of money, and I do not think that 


£3,000 a year is at all too much to pay 
to the Chairman of the new Water Board. 
Under these circumstances, I think it 
would be far better for the Chairman of 
the Water Board to be nominated and 
elected by the President of the Local 
Government Board rather than by the 
members of the Water Board itself. 


Now | come to a rather important 
subject, to which I do not think the 
attention of the House has been directed 
before. The Water Board is to be elected 
every three years, but it seems to have 
been overlooked that the constituent 
authorities themselves, who send repre- 
sentatives to the Water Board, are also 
elected every three years. The London 
County Council elections occur in 
March, and the municipal borough 
elections take place in November. 
Therefore, as the members of the 
Water Board will have to go off that 
body immediately in order to be re-elected 
members of the local authorities, you will 
have three lots of elections determining 
the members of your Water Board. The 
London County Council members are 
elected for three years, but on the 
municipal boroughs some of the mem- 
bers go out of office one year and some 
the next, and in some cases they all go 
out in the third year. Therefore, unless 
you re-organise that body and give 
some new power to the Water Board, 
you may have a_ body which will not 
exist more than ten or twelve weeks 
before there is some change in its re- 
presentatives. That to me does not 
seem to be altogether on business lines. 
By this arrangement you would no 
sooner get your Board to work than 
some of its members would be leaving, 
and the working of the Board would be 
thrown out of gear. Although the 
Bill I introduced is somewhat on the 
same lines as that of the Government 
Bill which we are now considering, I 
would suggest that the members of 
the Water Board shall remain on that 
Board so long as they are the repre- 


important subject as the management of | sentatives of the Local Constituent 
[FouRTH SERIES. | 


VOL. CIV. 


G 











195 London 


Authorities, and until they are replaced 
by some other representatives, so long 
shall they remain members of the 
Water Board. If I had to deal with 
this body, I should most decidedly pay 
the members of the Executive Com- 
mittee, and | would also pay the 
ordinary members. I would like to 
pay to every ordinary member £100 a 
year because of his great travelling 
expenses in going from one district to 
another. If you gave to the Chairman 
of the Water Board £3,000 per annum, 
to the Vice Chairman £1,500 per 
annum, to the Deputy Chairman £1,000 
per annum, to the ten members of the 
Executive £500 a year, and to the 
other members £100 a year, that would 
mean only £17,000 a year. The water 
directors at the present time are paid 
£31,000 a year, so that you would be 
getting this work done for something 
like £14,000 a year cheaper than now. 
My opinion is that unless you make this 
new water authority a powerful body, 
composed of men who will devote them- 
selves, not one day per week, but day 
after day, and hour after hour to this 
work, the water authority will be 
perfectly unable to deal with this great 
question. Sooner than see a _ water 
authority set up on the lines which 
have been suggested, I would most 
certainly prefer the present directors 
of the water companies to remain in 
their places. To create an authority 
which will be changeable and shifting, 
and which will be required to give its 
whole time without any pay, would, in 
my opinion, be an authority in which 
the business people of this Metropolis 
would have no confidence. I consider 
myself that it would be far more advan- 
tageous to have the authority which 
at present exists than have a new body 
like the members of the Water Board 
who would not be paid for their services. 
Let me read tothe House what the Royal 
Commission said upon this point. Their 
Report says— 

“It is doubtful whether the management of 
so large a business as that of the eight water 
companies by an unpaid committee whose 
members will frequently be changed and who 
have no interest in the financial prosperity of 
the bnsiness is likely to result in economy. 
More responsibility will be thrown upon the 
permanent officials, and that responsibility will 
result in higher pay and a more expensive 
staff.” 
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That is exactly what I feel upon this 
point, for unless we have a Committee 
that is made more permanent than the 
body proposed under the present pro- 
posal—which, as I have already explained, 
changes every three years upon dates 
different from those fixed in this Bill— 
it will be a body always variable and a 
most unsatisfactory authority in which 
to place the custody and the conduct of 
this most important business. 


And now I come to another portion of 
this great subject. Having dealt briefly 
with the constitution of this body, I now 
come to the financial aspect of these 
proposals. What is the price to be paid? 
Allow me here to state that I am not a 
shareholder in any water company, nor 
am I a water company director, but I 
am associated with those who pay a great 
many heavy water rates, and I say that 
the Bill as at present framed will do 
them an injustice. I think the time has 
come now when we who have studied 
this question for so many years should 
be allowed to speak our minds. At a 
time when the Government are bringing 
forwarda measure like this, the Bill is 
introduced without those persons who 
have been identified with this great 
question so long being consulted about 
it, and the only way in which we can put 
forward what we consider is advisable 
is by stating our views upon the floor 
of this House. I think it most unsatis- 
factory that there is a provision in the 
Bill which leaves it to the new water 
authority to arrange with each of 
the water companies the price which 
they shall pay for these undertakings. 
If the right hon. Gentleman, the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board, 
would kindly give me his ear for a 
minute, I would like him to consider 
earefully this particular subject. It is 
one of the questions which very much 
affects the whole of the Metropolis, and 
which I think we shall have to deal 
with at future elections for the London 
County Council, and also at the Parlia- 
mentary elections. The Government 
Bill, which we are now considering, lays 
it down that the new Water Board may 
agree to any terms they like with the 
water companies, and there is nothing 
in the Bill, that I can see, which will 


allow any inquiry to be made into that 
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question. I think that is most unsatis- 
factory. The water companies, no doubt, 
will be able to take care of themselves, 
but what about this new Water Loard ? 
Who are likely to be the members of 
this new Water Board? Perhaps some 
of the water company directors them- 
selves may be elected on the Board, 
and I say, in that case, it would not 
be right that they should be able to 
have a voice in settling the question of 
the price to be paid to the water com- 
panies. I agree that the water com- 
panies ought to be paid a good and a 
proper price. It was laid down by the 
Royal Commission clearly that— 

‘The shareholders ought to receive such a 


sum as would purchase an equally good security 
producing the same income. 


With that proposal I most thoroughly 
agree, but this can only be accomplished 
by putting this question upon a more 
thorough commercial basis. The Bill 
which I introduced last year laid it 
down clearly that each holder of an in- 
terest in the water companies, whose 
interest was perfectly secure, was to 
receive the same income as they had 
been in the habit of receiving. That 
is, in my opinion, a right and proper 
thing, and that can be settled at once 
without the arbitrators. Of course the 
arbitrators would have to come in to 
decide as to any possible increase of 
income which would come from the 
water companies, and that I also made 
provision for in my Bill. In this Act 
which we are considering you provide 
that, unless the sum is agreed upon 
between the new Water Board and the 
companies, it is to be left to the 
arbitrators entirely to decide this matter 
exactly as they like. That I consider is 
most unsatisfactory and insecure, and | 
would much rather prefer to give the 
same amount of income to the holders of 
water stock as they have been having up 
to the present. That is fair and honour- 
able, and that is what all large consumers 
of water would like to see done. We are 
all agreed, I think, that the shareholders 
should have the same income in the 
future as they have been having in the 
past from their shares. 

Now I come to the proposal in this 
Bill that the water stock should be a 
3 per cent. water stock. I think that 
proposal is altogether wrong and_ the 
stock ought to be 3} per cent. When 
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you are giving over water stock for the 
same rate of income it does not matter 
one iota whether it is 3 per cent. or 3} 
per cent. Ifa person has £3 5s. coming 
in from water stock, and he has received 
£100 worth of water stock, if you issue <t 
at 3 per cent. instead of 3} per cent., 

instead of having £100 worth of water 
bonds as in my ‘proposal he will get by 
the Government Bill £108 6s. 8d. worth 
of water bonds. The great advantage of 
making your stock 3} per cent. is that it 
would be above par, and therefore would 
be likely to be looked upon more favour- 
ably by the investing public, whereas 
when the stock is less than par people are 
inclined to think that there is something 
wrong with the stock and something 
insecure, and when it is above par it is 
much better. When you issue new stock, 

if you issue it at 3} per cent. you issue 
it at a premium. The London County 
Council issued its stock at 3 per cent., 

and now that stock stands at 93 and 96. 
But seeing that the consumers have got 
to pay the water rates and provide the 
purchase money, the whole question is 
just the same whatever rate of interest is 
paid. I much prefer to see a stock put 
upon its proper basis. Let me again say 
that I think this Bill, when it creates a 
new water authority, does not seem 
exactly to give,to this new authority the 
necessary powers which it will require to 
carry on its business. I have looked 
everywhere in the Bill to see how this 
new authority is going to carry on its 
finances. It is true that the new body 
will take over the debts and all the 
money in the banks belonging to the 
Water Company, but supposing the 
water companies pay all their accounts, 
what is the financial position of the new 
soard? I think this measure requires a 
alause to be added giving to the new 
Water Board authority to borrow from 
the Bank of England by means of an 
overdraft. I know that these are all 
questions for the Committee, but I think 
they ought to be pointed out to the 
House in order that they may be inquired 
into before the Committee. It is for 
that, reason that I ask the House to 
agree that the Bill which I brought 
forward last year shall be placed before 
the Committee when they consider the 
Bill brought forward by the Government, 
in order that their attention may be 
attracted to the proposals contained in 


that particular Bill of mine. 
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into existence, what will it do? It will 
desire to connect up the different pipes, 
alter the different services so as to save 
waste and incur some expense. 
Water Board will have a very serious and 
important subject to deal with. It means 
perhaps spending half a million of money 
in abolishing duplicate pipes and trying 
to bring the entire water supply under 
one governing body. Let me point out 
that there is no authority in the Bill 
to borrow money for that purpose, whereas 
if you put in your Bill power to borrow 
say £1,000,000 when they come into 
existence, then the new body will be able 
to go to work at once. 
Gentleman, the President of the Local 
Government Board, must not for one 
moment think that I do not recognise that 
this Bill is one which should be read a 
second time for I do, and I hope all the 
water directors here will support it ; but 
I do feel compelled to point out the 
weaknesses of the Bill and I also feel it 
my duty to point out the way in which 
I think those difficulties should be dealt 
with. 

Now I come to a much more serious 
question, and that is the interests of 
the ratepayers. By this Bill the Water 
Board may come into power and 
immediately proceed to alter the charges 
and make reductions. They can if they 
like alter altogether the financial con- 
ditions. In the Bill I, together with 
some of my friends, introduced last year, 
laid down that :— 

“ All bye-laws, rules, regulations and scales 
of water charges made or enforceable hy any 
of the scheduled companies shall continue in 
force until repealed, altered, or superseded 
under the powers conferred by any Act of 

*arliament.” 
That seems to me to be a necessary pro- 
vision to put in. It is perfectly true 
that there are different charges in Lon- 
don, but how did this happen? Simply 
because powers were given to the 
different water companies under different 
conditions. The landlords had houses 
built in those neighbourhoods well know- 
ing the water charges which they would 
have to pay, and to go and reduce those 
charges now, would mean that you might 
have to put an extra charge upon other 
localities. This great water question 
has often been debated, and I have heard it 
debated upon the London County Council 
when I have had to reply to the Rodual 
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subject. I have 
frequently had to point out that 
lodgers and ordinary tenants would not 
be benefited. The question of the 
charges made by the water companies is 
one which has wholly and solely to do 
with the landlord. The lodgers do not 
pay water rates, and if you were to reduce 
the water rate of any particular house 
the lodgers would not benefit. What 
governs the price of lodgings is the law of 
supply and demand. If there are 100 
lodgings ani 500 people want them, the 
price will be high, but if there are 500 
lodgings and only 100 people wanting 
them, then you would get them very much 
cheaper. 
the price. The ordinary tenants will not 
benefit by this. The only people who 
will benefit by the water charges being 
reduced lower than they ought to be are 
the landlords and owners of house property 
having long leases. If the water rate of a 
house is reduced by £5 a vear, then the 
landlord will get £5 extra in rent. 
Therefore this is all a question of bene- 
fiting the landlords. It does not so much 
interfere with the lodgers, and it is alto- 
gether a landlord’s question and nobody 
else’s. 

Before I sit down, I wish to say 
that I am not a water director nor a 
shareholder in the water companies, but I 
am one of those persons who pay large 
sums in water charges, and we like to 
have good value for our money. In this 
Bill, I think, it is laid down that every 
employee in connection with the water 
companies should be either re-engaged 
or else paid a certain sumof money. ‘The 
same thing happens in the creation of 
municipal boroughs. There is, however, 
one body of men who are left out and who 
ought to be paid, and they are thedirectors. 
The present directors of the various water 
companies have a professional interest in 
this question, and [ think that this Bill 
deals most unfairly with them. I think 
the directors ought to be provided for in 
this Bill as well as the clerks and other 
different employeesof the water companies, 
and they ought also to be paid a legitimate 
price. I believe that Iam right in saying 
that when the Government took over the 
telegraph companies the directors of those 
companies were also paid as well as the 
other officials. Then, again, the holding 
of a certain number of shares in the New 
River Company entitled anybody who held 
them to a seat on the Board, and those 


That is exactly what governs. 
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seats were worth £500 a year. 
Bill you will give no money at all to the 
present directors of the companies. In 
considering what is right and fair I cannot 
understand why the Parliamentary 
draftsman was not instructed in 
drafting this Bill ito provide for the 
water directors. In the Bill which I 
introduced last year I proposed by Clause 
35 that— 

‘* Every director of the scheduled companies 
who is in office and has held office for not less 
than three years ou the appointed day shall 
be entitled to receive by equal hilf-vearly 
payments out of the income of the Water 
Council a life annuity equal to his yearly salary, 
or fees on the average of the said period of 
three years.” 


That is the way in which you ought to 
treat the servants of the water companies. 
The directors have worked hard and 
well, and they have been well looked 
after by the London County Council 
and other authorities, and all things con- 
sidered, | think they have done their 
work very well indeed. As I have said 
before, these directors have done their 
duty as best they could under very 
trying cireumstances. The directors of 
the water companies have had in the 
past to spend a great deal of time and 
money opposing Bills brought before 
Parliament by the London County 
Council which were useless, and Parlia- 
ment has decided that they ought not 


to have been introducedand re-introduced, | 


but they have been brought forward 
againand again and they have been a 
great deal of trouble. Therefore, to let 
the directors go without being provided 
for is not in my opinion what we ought 
to do. 

To recapitulate briefly the points I 
have made, I say first of all that most 
decidedly the London County Council, 
in view of the fact that the Water 
Committee of the Council will cease to 
exist—and I do not see any reference to 
this Committee in the Bill—ought to be 
represented to that extent on the Water 
Board, for the Water Committee of the 
London County Council ought not to 
be allowed to interfere with the Water 
Board at all. 


we should have another public body like 


the London County Council continually | 
coming down and interfering with the | 
Water Board in its work. Therefore the | 
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Water Committee of the London County 
Council ought to cease to exist, and the 
Water Board ought to be made secure 
in every possible way from any outside 
interference. It is because I think the 
London County Council Water Com- 
mittee ought to cease to exist that | say 
that the number of representatives of 
the London County Council on the 
Water Board should be as large as the 
number of members of the Water Com- 
mittee of the Council now is, that is 
sixteen. These members know exactly 
what is required, and instead of being 
allowed to interfere with the new Water 
Board, it should be allowed to carry on 
its business in its own way. I shall have 
no confidence myself in the executive 
body controlling this water question un- 
less those men are paid as they ought to 
be paid for that constant attention to the 
work which is absolutely necessary. The 
work will require their constant atten- 
tion day after day, and if the members 
of the Water Board are not paid, you will 
find a lot of extra officials will be em- 
ployed, and instead of about £17,000 a 
year you will have £200,000 _ or 
£300,000 spent every year in paying for 
an over-abundance of water officials, 
and the whole of the ratepayers of Lon- 
don will be suffering from this disadvan- 
tage. We know by this Bill, and by any 
other Bill that may be introduced dealing 
with this question, that any deficit must 
be made up out of the county and 
borough rates. We do not want, how- 
ever, to have to contribute through the 
ordinary rates. We are aware of the 
fact that every year large sums of money 
have to be contributed from the local 
rates in Liverpool and Manchester to 
make up the deficits upon the working 
of the water undertakings by the Water 
Committees. [Opposition cries of “ No, 
no.”| I could give you the figures to 
show that. Ithink that is a most serious 
state of things, and one that ought not 
to be. There should be no chance of 
suffering from that ir London. If the 
water rates were considerably reduced, 
we should find ourselves in the position 
of having to pay a few hundred thousand 
pounds a year through other rates, in- 
stead of having to pay our proper share 
of water rates. I support the Second 
Reading of this Bill, and I hope the 
Government will kindly give a chance to 
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the Committee in some form or other, 
either by instruction or notice to the 
Committee, that the Bill I brought for- 
ward last year may be considered, and 
also that the other questions which have 
been discussed here may be taken before 
the Committee. It is most important for 
the whole of the London district that a 
thoroughly good Board should be estab- 
lished, consisting of thorough business 
men, to look after the interests of all 
classes of the community. _[ think it is 
possible to make this a good Bill if the 
Government will give it more attention, 
and have the various proposals thoroughly 
threshed out in Committee. 


*(4.55.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): 
Rarely in the Parliamentary experience 
of any of us has a measure of first-rate 
importance proposed by the responsible 
Government of the day been exposed to 
a more unbroken fusilade of hostile 
criticism from every quarter of the 
compa:s. I do not know whether 
I am to gather from the speech of 
the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down that he is a whole-hearted sup- 
porter of the Bill. So far as I could 
judge, a considerable portion at any rate 
ot his remarks was devoted to advocating 
a rival scheme of his own, but so far as 
I know heconstitutes the only exception 
-—not one to boast of very much—to the 
otherwise continuous stream of hostility 
with which this measure has been re- 
ceived since its introduction. That being 
so, perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
may take some consolation in the cynical 
maxim that a Bill which pleases nobody 
must have something to be said for it, 
and that it must contain some elements 
of good, particularly when the critics 
approach it from so many diverse views 
and with so many different interests. 

Although I shall have one or two hard 
words to say about this measure before 
I sit down, I should like to begin by 
repeating the acknowledgment made by 
other speakers on this side of the House 
in an earlier stage of the debate, that in 
two respects it constitutes a very distinct 
advance upon the position hitherto 
taken up by His Majesty’s Government. 
In the first place, it not only recognises 
that the water supply of the metropolitan 
area is a matter of public concern, which 
ought in some form or other to be 
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in the hands of the community—that 
has been recognised before—but that 
as between the two, and the only 
two, competing methods by which 


that principle can be carried into effect. 


—the method on the one hand of public 
control, and on the other hand of public 
purchase—that purchase has won the 
day. In the next place, the Bill ac- 
knowledges also—and this likewise is a 
considerable step in the direction of 
progress—that the machinery of the 
Lands Clauses Act with the incident of 
a bonus on compulsory purchase which 
is annexed to that machinery by 
the custom of arbitrators is inapplic- 
able to such subject matter as this, 
and that in dealing with that subject 
matter the various interests and contin- 
gencies which it involves are so compli- 
cated and so exceptional in their character 
that you must constitute a special 
tribunal of arbitration with — special 
directions of its own. On that point, 





though I do not wish in my few remarks. 


to deal with the financial aspects of the 
Bill, I should just like to say a word. 
I am glad to understand from the speech 
made by the hon. Gentleman, the Under 
Secretary of the Local Government Board, 


that as regards the whole of these 


provisions the Government have, com- 
paratively speaking, an open mind, and 
that they areto be freely discussed and 
overhauled by any Committee to whom 
this Bill may ultimately be submitted. 
That being so, I do wish strongly to press 
upon the Government—the suggestion 
has already been made, but I desire to 
emphasize it and press it so far as I can 
—that they should follow the recom- 
mendation of Lord Llandaff’s Commission, 
and that in the case of every one of these 
companies the valuation should be a 
valuation in cash, so that we may know 
precisely what is the value which this 
tribunal has put on the undertaking 
of each particular company. Then we 
shall be able to pursue the further 
inquiry—a most important inquiry in 
the interest of the ratepayers—whether 
the amount of water stock allotted to 
the vendor is or is not more than he 
ought to receive. To my mind it 
is fundamental to the businesslike 
carrying out of this transaction that 


the valuation in the first place should be- 
This is the only 


a valuation in cash. 
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other observation I have to make on 
that point, and I should have thought 
it was a truism, that in considering the 
amount of stock which is ultimately to 
be issued to the vendor, it ought to be 
clearly understood, and there ought to be 
no doubt about it, that account is taken of 
the better credit of the purchasing author- 
ity. You have under this Bill a trustee 
stock, that is, a stock in which trustees will 
be able to invest. You have astock very 
large in quantity and therefore very 
easily marketable. You have a stock 
the transactions in which can be put 
through the Bank of England, —a 
stock secured on the rates, not only 
of the County of London, but of the 
adjoining counties. It is ridiculous to 
contend that the existing shareholders of 
the metropolitan water companies ought 
to have granted to them for all time to 
come an income equivalent to that which 
they at present receive, when all the 
causes of possible fluctuation and dimi- 
nution of the value of their security have 
been removed, and it is put on the basis 
of the public credit. What is given to 
them ought to be an equivalent, and 
an equivalent only of the undertaking. 
The cash value and the market value of 
the stock ought to be clearly the equiv- 
alent, and no more than the equivalent, 
of each other. 

I pass from that to what I con- 
ceive to be a far more important and 
vital matter, and that is the nature of the 
authority to whom the transter is to be 
made. Now, any statesman accepting 
the two principles which the Government 
have accepted, and which I have already 
indicated, in facing the problem of how 
the transfer was to be effected and the 
undertakings placed in the hands of 
one body for the future management 
of the London water supply, would 
find himself under the necessity either 
of discovering or inventing an author- 
ity fitted for the purpose. What 
would he look for? There are some 
obvious and elementary conditions on 
which such an authority should be con- 
stituted. It ought to be either from its 
own constitution or from its powers of 
delegation to Committees, moderate in 
numbers and manageable in size. It 
ought to be, so far as you can make it, 
homogeneous as possible in its composi- 
tion. It ought to be framed upon the 
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| precedents which our legislative and ad- 
ministrative experience in other parts of 
the country have shown to be successful. 
And it ought to command, from the first, 
public respect, and what is mostimportant 
of all, it ought to be directly subject to 
popular control, because otherwise there 
is no argument for purchase at all. You 
would be no better off than you were 
beforeif you substituted for the existing 
companies a body which is not directly 
responsible to the ratepayers and con- 
sumers of water in the metropolitan area. 
I do not believe that anyone will dispute 
that that is a fair statement of the case. 


These being the conditions to which such 
an authority ought to conform, I go a 
step further. I may say tothe right hon. 
Gentleman that if the area of water sup- 
ply actually authorised wereconterminous 
with the area of the county of London it 
is impossible to conceive that either 
he, or any other Minister, would look 
elsewhere than to the one municipal body 
which represents the whole of London 
and is responsible to the whole of the 
ratepayers. Ido not think that will be 
‘disputed. [Hon. MemBers: “Oh!”] I 
think I hear a faint murmur of dissent, 
but I do not believe—certainly if you go 
back to precedents cited in other cases, 
and act on these precedents—that you 
could have other than one authority with 
jurisdiction over that one area. Now, 
is that prima facie presumption dis- 
placed because of the undoubted fact that 
in the case of the water undertakings 
with which we are dealing the actual 
water supply to a substantial extent, and 
the possible future supply to a considerable 
extent, goes outside the boundaries of the 
administrative county of London? In 
answering that question, certain considera- 
tions present themselves, some of which 
are peculiar to London, and some of 
which are founded upon experience else- 
where. The circumstances of London— 
I speak, not of the county of London, but 
of the whole metropolitan area of water 
supply—-are in some respects peculiar. 
In the first place, it is obviously impossible 
that you could break up the water supply 
and the management of the water and 
hand it over piece-meal to the various 
local authorities in the whole of this 
immense area. Nothing but chaos, con- 
fusion and waste would result from a 
scheme of that kind. We are all agreed 
about that. Again, there is the other 
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extreme proposal which might be made, 
that all these bodies without distinction, 
County Councils, District Councils, 


Borough Councils and the like, should | 


all be united into one amorphous and 
gigantic Board which would undertake 
the duty of furnishing the water supply 
and the whole management. 
equally ridiculous proposal. Further, 
if we contemplate an indirectly repre- 
sentative body in the case of the 
metropolis, we have a 


perience of our own, which in a 


matter of this kind ought not to be dis- | 


regarded or forgotten. The old Metro- 
politan Board of Works perished unwept, 
unkonoured, and unsung. [Hon. Members 
on the Ministerial Benches : “Oh!”] Well, 
the fatal blow was dealt, I remember well, 
by Lord Randolph Churchill, with the 
approval of a great number of hon. 
Gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
House. That Board began its career 
under good auspices, and undoubtedly 
made some contributions to the im- 
provement of London, but it was found 
that, from the inherent vices of its 
composition, it did not and could not 
in the long run command the confidence of 
the ratepayers. And what was the reason ? 
The reason was very evident. The 
moment you introduce the principle of 
indirect election—I will show presently to 
what an extraordinary and unprecedented 
length that has been carried in framing 
this Bill—it is obvious that the door is 
opened to the operation of indirect 
influences and interests, and in the same 
proportions and almost to the same 
extent, you shut the door to that which 
is essential to the true and vigilant 
conduct of business; that is the 
invigorating and restraining sense of 
direct responsibility. These theoretical 
reasons, which are strong everywhere 
and at all times, and which cannot 
possibly be ignored, are amply justified 
and verified in the actual experience 
of the Metropolitan Board of Works. 

I am not an uncompromising and 
undiscriminating advocate of every- 
thing which the London County Council 
does, or does not do. That body is a 
creation which reflects the very greatest 
credit and honour on the right hon. 
Gentleman, whom | see present opposite, 
who was responsible for bringing it into 
existence. lt would be nothing short 
of marvellous, acting as it did on an 
unprecedented scale, and dealing with 
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|new problems, if it had not at times 
'transcended the limits of that which 
was sensible and prudent. But, on 
the whole, the London County Council 


is a body in which the great mass 
of the ratepayers of London possess 


confidence ; and in regard to this question 
of water, it stands in a very peculiar 
position ever since the Report of Lord 
Ridley’s Committee of 1891. For a 
period of twelve years, the London 
County Council has devoted itself, at 
the invitation of Parliament, through its 
Members, its Committees, and its officials 
to the investigation of this subject of 
water supply. It has collected a mass 
of material, information, and evidence by 
Parliamentary Committees, by the pro- 
motion of Bills, and by investigation 
before various Commissions not to be 
paralleled anywhere else. Although in 
these days it is dangerous to indulge in 
metaphorical language, I may say that the 
London County Council’ have immersed 
themselves in that subject, and steeped 
and drenched themselves to a greater 
extent than any other representative 
body in similar case in any other part 
of the Kingdom. If these are the cir- 
cumstances peculiar to London, what is our 
experience in other places! Instances 
have already been given. The House 
is aware that there are many instances 
in which Parliament has deliberately 
entrusted to great municipal bodies 
like those of Manchester, Liverpool, 
Bradford and others, the power and the 
duty of supplying water to outside areas 
beyond the jurisdiction of their own 
Municipal Councils. 


The President of the Local Government 
Board, in the course of a reply to observa- 
tions made by the hon. Member for Poplar, 
made a remark which deserves some 
notice. Theright hon. Gentleman saidthat 
there was no parallel between the position 
of the London County Council and the 
municipal authorities in any other great 
towns. If, he said. my hon. friend was 
right in his contention, it would amount 
to this, that the County Council of 
Lancashire should be given the control 
of the water supply of Liverpool. I heard 
that statement with amazement, coming 
from the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. It showed a_ strange 


ignorance of the conditions of local 
government alike in London and in 
Lancashire. What is the County 
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Council of Lancashire? It is the local 
authority over an area which consists of 
the residue of the County of Lancashire 
after you have scooped out of it twelve or 
fifteen large county boroughs, which are 
themselves autonomous and independent, 
with an exclusive jurisdiction. Now, 
of these county boroughs, taken 
out of the geographical area o! Lanca- 
shire, no fewer than twelve at this 
moment have powers of independent 
water supply of their own. And out of 
these twelve, eight supply outside areas. 
The real analogy, if the right hon. 
Gentleman wants an analogy, would have 
been between the London County Council 
and the great municipal authorities in 
Lancashire. It is to these great county 
boroughs in Lancashire that Parliament 
has given the very powers the Govern- 
ment is denyingto London. To take two 
illustrations. Manchester is author- 
ised to supply water not only to its 
own administrative county but to the 
adjoining County Borough of Salford and 
to other outlying parts of the adminis- 
trative County of Lancashire. In the 
same way the County Council of 
Liverpool has been authorised to supply 
not only its own area with water, but 
the county borough of Bootle and 
a considerable part of the adjacent 
area in the county of Lancashire. 


Therefore, if you go to Lancashire, | 


when you get as near to identity as you 


possibly can, you will find it entirely in | 


favour of the municipal authority which 
represents the bulk of the population, 
which, both from its needs and number, 
has the central and dominating interest 
in the matter, such as the County 
Council of London, the body which ac- 
cording to all Parliamentary precedent 
should have been entrusted with this 
jurisdiction. 


There are two obvious ways in 
which you might have dealt with this 
matter. If you had made the County 


Council the purchasing authority, you | 


might require it to supply water to the 
outside local authorities, leaving to them 
the task of distribution. That is the 
common practice adopted elsewhere. 
Or you might, having regard to the 
peculiar circumstances of London— 
which I admit to be exceptional in many 
respects —do that which the County 
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Council itself proposed in the later ver- 
sions of its own Bill, viz., you might 
have admitted on to the Statutory Com- 
mittee, which will have the manage- 
ment of these water undertakings 
after transfer to the Council, members 
of the outside County Councils. 
Whether you have regard to the 
special circumstances of London, or to 
the example set in the nearest and most 
analogous cases, that would have been 
the course which, according to all pre- 
cedent, this House should have pursued. 

But what have we here in this Bill? I 
confess the more | study the authority 
set up in this Bill, the more I am filled 
with bewilderment and confusion. If the 
wit of man had been commissioned to 
devise and to put on paper the most far- 
fetched, the worst equipped and least 
workable body the imagination could 
suggest, it might have equalled, but could 
not have surpassed, the proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman. Look at it. What 
is it? First of all, in point of numbers, 
the Water Board is to consist of sixty- 
nine gentlemen. Why sixty-nine? What 
are they to do? They wiil have 
two funotions. The first is to conduct 
the negotiations, and, if necessary, to 
prepare for the arbitration which is to 
proceed the actual operation of purchase ; 
and then they are to take the daily 
routine management of these water un- 
dertakings. 1 ask the House, as men of 
business, can you imagine for the one 
purpose of preliminary negotiation or 
the other of subsequent management, 
a body less fitted to transact 
these operations, than a body con- 
sisting of sixty-nine gentlemen brought 
from the high-ways and bye-ways of all 
the home counties? In adopting this 
number of sixty-nine, the Government 
have flown in the face of the recom menda- 
tions of every authority which has ever 
examined this question. Lord Ridley’s 
Committee recommended a body of 
twenty-one ; Lord James, when he in- 
troduced the Bill of 1896, said he 
thought that on the whole thirty would 
be the best number to fix upon, and he 
gave as his reasons, which were very 
good reasons, that that would enable a 
fairly representative body to be con- 
stituted, not too large to relieve indi- 
vidual Members of their responsibility, 
while enabling the duties imposed on 
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them to be properly discharged. Then the 
Llandaff Commission, also appointed by 
this Government, recommended that the 
Board should consist of not more than 
thirty Members, selected on account 
of their business capacity and, if 
possible, for their knowledge of 
matters connected with water supply. 
The right hon. Gentleman himself, 
speaking in this House last March, in 
referring to that very recommendation, 
said that the meaning of it was that the 
men who would have charge of these 
responsible and difficult duties should be 
selected because of the experience they 
had had, or ought to have had, or because 
of a training which fitted them for such 
a difficult and peculiar task. The right 
hon. Gentleman went on to say that 
that part of the Report ought to meet 
with general approval, viz., the part 
which recommended that the body 
should consist of thirty gentlemen. The 
right hon. Gentleman endorsed without 
any qualification or exception that re- 
commendation. Therefore, this unwieldy 
body of sixty-nine members is absolutely 
novel, and is directly contrary to the 
recommendations of every Committee 
which has inquired into the matter for 
the last ten years. 

Let me pass from its number to its 
composition. Its composition is at 
least as remarkable as its dimensions. 
Where are these sixty-nine gentlemen 
to come from? Forty-six of them 
are to come, one way or the other, 
from the County of London, ten from 
the County Council, and thirty-six from 
the City Corporation and the Borough 
Councils. [ask again this question, which 
has been asked repeatedly in the course 
of this discussion, but has not yet been 
answered—why were the Borough Coun- 
cils brought in ? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): Why not ? 


*Mr ASQUITH: Why not? That is 
not the question. Why are they brought 
in? I can understand why the County 
Council should have been brought in, 
not only for the reasons | have already 
given, but on this very simple ground. 
First of all, it represents the whole of 
London ; next, each County Councillor is 
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elected by the whole of the district 
which he represents in the County 
Council; and, thirdly, as regards the- 
County Council it is a matter of notoriety 
that the question of Water Supply has. 
been and is one of the great issues on 
which the electors gave their votes. Is. 
that denied? (An Hon. MEMBER : Yes.] 
I am surprised that it is denied, as it 
shows what short memories some hon. 
Gentlemen nave. When we were dis- 
cussing this question last vear, I was 
able to produce a leaflet, which was part 
of the fighting ammunition of what is 
called the Moderate Party at the last 
County Council election, which stated 
that a vote given to the Progressives: 
was a vote given to the Water Com- 
panies. The water issue was one of the 
governing issues at the County Council 
election, and it was one on which the 
members of the Council had pledged 
themselves. But when you come to the 
Borough Councils you cannot say any- 
thing of the sort. No one contemplated 
when these Councils were created that 
the Water Supply was to be handed over, 
even indirectly, to their control, and, in 
addition, it is not immaterial to remem- 
ber that in these Borough Councils, 
unlike the County Councils, the election 
is by wards. Every member is returned 
by one particular segment or fraction of 
the constituency. The average number 
of electors in each is, as far as I remem- 
ber, between 500 and 1,000, rarely more. 
Therefore, you cannot say that a 
representative on the Borough Councils 
comes there clothed with authority to 
represent the constituency as a whole. 
He represents his own locality, but he 
does not represent the width and range 
of interests in this particular question 
especially, which every member of the 
County Council may be presumed to do. 
Under these circumstances, it does appear 
to me that if your object is—and | 
assume it is—to get upon your Water 
Board a fair representation of the 
opinion of J.ondon in relation to 
London’s interests and London’s water 
supply, there can be no justification for 
resorting to these Borough Councils. 


Then I come to the outside areas, and 
there I concede that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was right in having these outside 
areas represented. But there again why, 
apparently simply for the purpose ot 
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swelling the size of this unwieldly body, 
did the right hon. Gentleman bring in 
all the urban districts enumerated iri 
the schedule. Just let me give one 
illustration. Take the case of Brentford, 
and let the House see how this will 
work out in practice. A number of 
these Urban District Councils are to 
choose a Joint Committee and the Joint 
Committee is to choose a representative 
of the whole. In this case you have 
eight Urban District Councils. These 
choose a Joint Committee of twenty-one 
members, and the Joint Committee is 
solemnly brought into existence for no 
other purpose than to select from 
its twenty-one members one person to go 
on the Water Board and represent these 
eight districts. What a travesty and 
caricature of popular representation is 
that! There is a representative chosen 
by a Committee of twenty-one, them- 
selves chosen by the eight Rural District 
Councils; who, in turn, are elected by 
the ratepayers of eight separate districts, 
and this one man—there is no analogy to 
a case under the Public Health Act—is sent 
to the Water Board to deal with interests 
extending over 62U square miles, and that 
you Say 1s representative government. 
Whom will he represent? To whom 
will he be amenable, and of whose 
interests will he be the spokesman? 
You cannot have a more useless, a 
more nugatory way of recruiting your 
Board than by doing this, which is 
nothing more than lip service to the 
principle of representative government 
and of electoral responsibility. One 
might multiply illustrations from the 
schedule, but that is sufficient. 

I venture to say, in summing up the 
objections which I think go to the very 
root of the Bill, that this Water Board 
is gratuitously created by the Govern- 
ment. There is no necessity for bringing 
it into existence at all. 1 say that it is 
viciously constituted on the principle of 
indirect representation, which, even if it 
were not carried to the extravagant 
lengths | have shown, really negatives 
electoral responsibility and popular con- 
trol. There cannot again be anything like 
real and individual responsibility among 
the members of such a body. You have 
no guarantee in the source whence they 
are drawn and, in the circumstances of 
election, that it is a body of expert or 
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Their size and 
their numbers from the business point 
of view are unwieldy; and, anxious as 
I am to see this process of purchase 
carried through and the transfer of 
these undertakings accomplished at the 
earliest possible moment, speaking for 
myself | see little or no prospect that in 
hands such as these the water supply of 
the metropolis will be more economically 
or more efficiently managed than it is 
by the present authorities. 


I think the right hon. Gentleman 
will agree that a scheme of this kind, 


as to the foundation principles of 
which there is now general assent, 
ought not to be forced through 


by mere appeals to party discipline. 
The Government have already shown a 
disposition, which is to be commended, to 
keep an open mind as to the financial 
aspects of the measure. I ask them to 
go a litle further, and I suggest that 
under these financial arrangements the 
size and the composition of this proposed 
authority should also be a matter which 
the Committee can freely consider. Let 
the Committee have any other scheme— 
the scheme, say, of the hon. Member 
for Dulwich, the scheme of the County 
Council, or any other scheme of any 
responsible body or individuals—and give- 
them an opportunity with an open mind 
and a free hand of considering and 
dealing with these proposals. After all, 
it is a matter not only of the com- 
fort but of the health of the metro- 
politan and adjoining populations in 
the next generation, and it cannot 
be any one’s interest to bring in 
an unworkable body to carry out an 
undertaking like this. No one can pre- 
tend that any fundamental principle is 
involved in the numbers of this body, 
or in the precise scheme contained 
in the schedule. I suggest to the right 
hon. Gentleman that, taking his funda- 
mental principles as we all do, — 
first, these undertakings ought to 
be transferred to a_ representative 
public body; next, that they should 
be transferred under terms which 
will allow, either by negotiation or 
arbitration, the special and peculiar 
circumstances of the case to be taken 
into account in fixing the amount of 
consideration to be paid; if we accept 
these as the fundamental principles on. 
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which the scheme is to be built up, all 
the rest is merely a matter of machinery 
and procedure. He might well under- 
take on behalf of the Government—I will 
go further and say that he ought to 
allow no obstacles to be thrown in the 
way, after we have had ten years of 
continuous and abortive effort of settling 
this question by arrangements of a 
specific and final character. 


*(5.36.) Sm F. DIXON-HARTLAND 
(Middlesex, Uxbridge) : We have heard 
from both sides of the House a good 
many speeches with regard to the London 
County Council, the poor ratepayers and 
other people affected by this Bill, but I 
do not think anything has been said or 
any point made of the persons who 
will have to supply the water that 
is to be used by this Water Board 
that is to be created. I have the 
good fortune to be Chairman of the 
Thames Conservancy, and I| represent 
those who supply most of the water used 
by London and who say they ought to 
be considered because the great bulk of 
the water supplied to London comes 


from the Thames. I do not think 
we are represented on this Board 
which is proposed to be created 


in the way in which we ought to be. 
In the Llandaff report, the Board was 
to consist of not more than thirty mem- 
bers, and of these four was not an un- 
reasonable number to represent the 
Thames Conservancy, because there is 
no doubt whatever that a great deal of 
what will have to be arranged by this 
new Water Board will have to be 
done by communication with the Thames 
Conservancy. I am told we have got 
everything we can want in connection 
with the Thames Conservancy in this 
Bill, because the powers given to the new 
Water Board are only the powers which 
the companies at present enjoy, but this 
new Water Board will come before Par- 
liament for new powers of their own, and 
the Thames Conservancy will be in a 
very bad position if it has to fight a big 
Board like the Water Board, instead of 
having to fight the different water com- 
panies which are not only not c'osely 
allied but generally differ amongst 
themselves. | therefore consider the 
composition of the Board is objectionable. 
I think it should have been composed 
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of more businesslike men; men who 
could discuss the water question’; and 
who were fitted for their work. You 
have to consider the fact that these 
new men have to learn their work, 
and you may depend if you make a 
wrong start by putting in men who 
do not understand their work. it will 
take more time to put right than if you 
had put in business men in the first 
instance. The Boards of Directors, 
whatever they have done, have tried 
to manage the Companies in the most 
economical way possible, because they 
wanted to get a profit for the shareholders, 
but when the Water Board comes into 
operation economy will disappear alto- 
gether, because they can come down on 
the rates for any money they want. I 
think the composition of the Water Board 
is very different from what it ought to be, 
and I hope the Government will take the 
responsibility of appointing the first 
Chairman and Vice Chairman of the 
Board so as to secure that they shall be 
equipped with a knowledge of the work 
they will have to undertake. 


I have also to speak for another outside 
interest—with regard to the County of 
Middlesex. Nearly all the water that 
comes to London is supplied by the 
river Thames. All the water except 
that supplied by the Lea and the New 
River comes through Middlesex, but the 
Bill has drawn a fancy line across 
Middlesex, and it is surprising to see 
how scantily it is dealt with. It has 
drawn a line through that part of the 
country where there is just about enough 
water, and only just enough, to supply 
the population at the present time, but 
not the increase which is going on every 
year, and what is to become of Middle- 
sex when this Board is formed and 
takes that water away. The whole of 
the water is to be taken by the new 
Water Board. This Bill, if it is passed 
as it stands, alters the whole system of 
rating outside the County of London as 
it places the extra charge upon the Poors 
Rate, whereas at present it is charged 
in any Urban District upon the General 
District Rate or District Fund, and if in 
future it is charged as proposed on the 
Poors Rate, land and other properties 
entitled to a differential rate under 
Sec. 211 of Public Health Act, 1875, will 
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be charged the whole instead of one 
quarter of the assessment. 

There is another important point with 
reference to the rating. It has been 
stated by the Llandaff Commission 
that there is plenty of water in the 
Thames to supply London until 1940, 
by a system of reservoirs through the 
valley of the Thames. There is no 
doubt that that is the case, but what 
will be the result to Middlesex + At the 
present moment, a large area of the 
county is occupied by reservoirs, and it 
has this effect. The moment a Water 
Company takes land for the purpose of a 
reservoir, the rating of that land is 
reduced to one-fourth, consequently, the 
parish or district loses three-fourths of 
the rates it would otherwise have re- 
ceived. That is manifestly unjust, but 
it is not the worst. There have been 
eases in which large numbers of houses, 
which would have paid rates to the 
County of Middlesex, have been pulled 
down, and the land taken for these 
purposes at one-fourth the agricultural 
ratable value. Therefore, if all these 
reservoirs were formed, they would 
utterly destroy the ratable value of the 
land in the county. The loss repre- 
sented by this reduction of rates to the 
extent of three-fourths is at present very 
great. In Hampton it is £1862 a year ; 
in Barnes, £1604 ; in Esher and Dittons, 
£782; in Sunbury, £794; in Molesey, 
£469; in Walthamstow, £1763; and 
in Walton-on-Thames, £448. If the 
necessary reservoirs were made to keep 
London supplied with water until 1940, 
6000 acres of new reservoirs would be 
required, and the consequent loss to the 
rates would be enormous. That is a 
very strong point which I| hope the 
President of the Local Government 
Board will take into account and deal 
with at a later stage. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that that would not be 
the general law of the country, but | 
do not think there would be any difficulty 
in so dealing with it, for there is no 
reason why a Bill of this sort should be 
brought in which is not just in its local 
effect. 

Then we are all naturally very 
anxious that the Committee which deals 
with this Bill should have a free hand to 
thresh out everything connected with 
the matter. We remember the Hybrid 
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Committee in connection with the 
Thames Conservancy Act of 1894. That 
Committee did its work so well that 
when the Bill came before the House 
afterwards very little discussion was 
necessary, because it had been thorough- 
ly threshed out. I hope we shall 
have such a Committee as will do justice 
all round, because you may depend 
upon it that if any of the ratepayers are 
tremendous sufferers under this Bill it 
will re-act upon those who have brought 
in the measure. If an unjust Bill gets 
through it will be the most dangerous 
thing that was ever done. But there is 
no question that a Bill is wanted to 
settle this matter once for all. That we 
all feel. I have opposed Water Bills year 
after year, and with a good deal of know- 
ledge spoken upon them, but I hope that 
this Bill will be so amended that we can 
approve of it, and that it will be a great 
success in the hands of the President of 
the Local Government Board. I cer- 
tainly do not agree with the suggestion 
which has been made that the Water 
Board should consist of thirty Members 
paid at the rate of £100 a year each, to 
devote the whole of their time to the 
duties connected with the Board. What 
sort of person would you get at £2 a 
week to devote the whole of his time to 
the work? You would get a much 
better class to give their time gratui- 
tously. IL thoroughly azree that the 
Chairman should be well paid, but the 
suggestion to which I have referred is 
simply ridiculous. I shall support the 
sill, trusting the inequalities 1 have 
pointed out will be redressed in Com- 
mittee. 


(5.52.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.): I hope the House will allow 
me to say a few words on this Bill, not 
in any way from the point of view of the 
consumer of water, but rather on behalf 
of the counties which contribute almost 
the entire supply on which London de- 
pends. By examination of the Schedule 
to this Bill, | find that every water com- 
pany mentioned as to be absorbed by the 
Water Board draws its supply of water 
from the counties of Wiltshire, Oxford- 
shire, Berkshire, and Buckinghamshire, 
with a very smail proportion coming 
from Gloucestershire. It is not un- 
natural, therefore, that these counties 
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should view with apprehension a Bill 
which makes no provision for the repre- 
sentation of their interests on the body 
proposed to be set up. There is this fur- 
ther point the Government might well 
consider in connection with the matter 
of representation. A great deal of money 
has been laid out by these counties, and 
by the county boroughs of Reading and 
Oxford far in excess of anything neces- 
sary for their own sanitary requirements, 
in order that no trace of pollution might 
escape into the Thames and thus con- 
taminate the supply for London. In 
particular, I understand that the Borough 
of Reading has expended about £100,000 
in bringing not only up to date but to 
a state of perfection their sanitary 
works, in order that they might comply 
with the minutest demands of the Thames 
Conservancy Conservors, and in that way, 
by a rate laid upon its ratepayers, has 
benefited the consumers and ratepayers 
of London. In return for the services 
thus rendered, these counties and county 
boroughs are to have absolutely no repre- 
sentation whatever. Under existing 
circumstances, either directly or in- 
directly, they have representatives on 
the Thames Conservancy, but only to the 
extent of one-seventh of the Board, and, 
as the Thames Conservancy Board is to 
be represented on the new body by only 
one member, the consequence is that the 
outside representation which these large 
and important local bodies will have is 
about one-seventh of the number. 

I should like to enforce the argument, 
already addressed to the House, that 
upon the Board of thirty members recom- 
mended by the Llandaff Commission, the 
Thames Conservancy were to have four 
representatives, and the Dee Conservors 
two, so that the providers and adminis- 
trators were to have a representation on 
the board of one-fifth of the whole, while 
upon the board now proposed they 
are to have a representation of only 
one-thirtieth. That is a serious diver- 
gence, and a proportion which I am sure 
the House regards as inadequate, and 
one which in no way represents the real 
interests of the providers of water. 

Then I should like for one moment to 
direct the attention of the House to the 
interests concerned in this matter. The 
four counties to which I have referred as 
providing the greater part of the London 
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water supply have a ratable value of 
£7,000,000, and a population just under 
1,000,000, and an average of 1,250,000, 
The population of the limit of supply, I 
understand, is practically 6,000,000, and 
the ratable value £40,000,000. There- 
fore, the 6,000,000 population and 
£40,000,000 ratable value get a repre- 
sentation of sixty-nine members, while the 
1,000,000 population and the £7,000,000 
ratable value get none at all, except the 
indirect representation of the Thames 
Conservancy. 


Another point is that while these 
counties and boroughs have every year to 
meet an increasing demand from London, 
they have, at the same time, to meet an 
increased demand for water from within 
their own limits, and they are also 
directly menaced in regard to their water 
possessions by this Bill. It may not be 
possible—though I hope it will be—to 
give direct representation to these four 
counties and two county boroughs to the 
extent of one representative each, but an 
improvement would be effected by the 
adoption even of-the principle ef the 
Thames Conservancy Act of 1894, under 
which two or more of the counties and 
the counties’ boroughs might be combined 
and given some direct representation, 
carrying to it local knowledge, on the 
Water Board. There is a direct connec- 
tion between that Board and the counties 
on whose behalf I speak. The water 
companies are bound by statute to con- 
tribute to the service of the Upper 
Thames a sum of £25,000 a year, and 
this contribution, under the present Bill, 
will have to be continued by the Water 
Board. This contribution—the obliga- 
tion to pay which is of considerable 
standing, dating, I believe, from 1866— 
is not now enough to maintain the service 
of the upper portion of the river. 
Under this arrangement a great many 
works would be carried out to the ad- 
vantage of London and London water 
consumers, which lack of funds up to 
the present has put off. And so there 
would be direct transactions, and direct 
communications between the new Water 
Board and the service of the upper river, 
but apart from this, I think these counties 
and boroughs ought to have some re- 


presentation. There is under Section 
19 of the Act a very large power 


given to this new Water Board, with 
regard to which I think it is well that 
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something should be said. Under Section | mind, the chief point to which I ought to 
19, sub-Section B, the new Water Board | direct my attention, because, after all, the 


may go into any county not only within 
but outside the counties of supply as 


could purchase areas of land, and by 


setting up a powerful system of pumping, | 


could absolutely drain the districts of 
all water for the purpose of supplying 
London. That is a very large power, 
which, if exercised to the full, would be 
absolutely disastrous to the districts and 
counties concerned. Although this 
power is given to the new Water Board, 
the counties concerned are given no 
powers of resistance, and they have no 
voice as to the terms upon which this 
water shall be taken away from their 
own consumers and ratepayers, and the 
power given to the Water Board in this 
Bill can only be exercised to the detri- 
ment of their own consumers in the 
future. I do think that this matter is 
so very serious to the future interests of 
those counties and those county boroughs 
that 1 venture to bring it to the notice 
of the House. 


* 6.4.) Mr. HARRY SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Limehouse): I am glad to be 
able to say a few words, because I speak 
on this matter from a different point of 
view to many hon. Members who have 
already addressed this House. I have to 
speak for a body of men and women 
who, unfortunately, have through much 
suffering become intimately acquainted 
with this water question, and the 
inadequacy of the present water 


supply, consequently, they have formed | 


their opinion as to what they desire 
the water authority of the future to 
be. My constituents are anxious to 
do justice to all parties in this matter, 
but not more than strict justice. The 
first thing I should like to say is that 
the very greatest possible satisfaction has 
‘been given by the announcement that at 
last a scheme of purchase has received 
the stamped approval of His Majesty’s 
Government. I think, after all, that 
is the very greatest possible consideration 
in dealing with this question. ‘This 
subject we have never had satisfactorily 
settled in all the storm and stress which 
this water question has produced before 
the House. I should like to say that 
the question of the authority is, to my 


decide who shall be the 


_ other questions we have had dealt with 
in this debate are more or less questions 
they exist at the present moment; they | 


which may be adequately dealt with in 
Committee. The chief point is that this 
House approves of purchase ; and the 
second point is that it will have to 
authority 
to purchase. I cannot help saying 
that my constituents feel very strongly 
upon this question. They recollect well 
that in days gone by, when they 
were suffering from cruel want, owing to 
the inability of the water companies to 
supply them with a proper amount of 
water, the London County Council, 
which was supposed to take the greatest 
possible interest in the welfare of the 
inhabitants, seemed to have as its chief 
idea the object of opposing every possible 
form of improvement by which relief 
could have been given to my con- 
stituents. I have often stood up here 
and complained of the London County 
Counci! endeavouring to stop the water 
companies from obtaining powers to in- 
crease the supply East for the people of 
London. Consequently, my constituents 
would view with the deepest concern 
any proposal to entrust the management 
of the London water supply to the London 
County Council. Wedo not want to have 
Party politics intreduced into this ques- 
tion, but I cannot help saying that some 
of us would like to see some signs of 
business methods being introduced into 
one or two things with which the 
London County Council are dealing at 
the present moment. I do not want to 
deal now with the Works Committee, 
but were it a limited liability company, 
I feel sure the Directors would view the 
prospect of the annual general meeting 
with some trepidation. I have heard 
whispers, which may be true or untrue, 
that the system of management adopted 
by the London County Council is not quite 
all that we have a right to expect in con- 
nection with the tramways, and when we 
do see the figures of the revenue from 
the tramway system, I think we shall 
find that it is not producing anything 
like the amount which it was 
when in the hands of the com- 
panies. I am the Chairman of a very 
large educational body, upon which there 


are two distinguished members of the 
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London County Council. One of them 
holds the same polities as I do, and the 
other is of the same political opinions as 
hon. Members on the other side of the 
House. It became necessary at one 
meeting to fixa day for the visiting Com- 
mittee meeting of the institution I refer 
to, and I submitted almost every day in 
the week in my endeavour to obtain 
their most valuable assistance. These 
two distinguished Members of the 
London County Council informed me 
that their time was so fully occupied by 
the work of the London County Council, 
that it was impossible for them to attend 
our Committee. If that is so, and I do 
not suppose a single hon. Member present 
will dispute that their time is fully 
occupied, it seems a very curious thing 
that they should desire to have one of 
the largest and most important things 
connected with this Metropolis thrust 
upon their shoulders. 

For these reasons, I think that it 
is much better to look somewhere else 
for this new water authority, and if it is 


not to be the London County Council, | 


the question naturally arises ‘‘ Who is it 
to be?” The Matthew White Ridley Com- 
mission suggested who this authority 
should be, and I think this is the 
keynote of this Bill. By this sugges- 
tion the Corporation of the City of 
London is brought into conjunction 
with the London County Council, and I 
must point out that up to that time the 
Corporation of the City of London was 
the only Corporation that existed in the 
Metropolis. But since this Commission 
reported, twenty-eight new corporations 
have sprung into existence. I would like 
to point out to the House that the Act of 
1894 constituted the London vestries 
the sanitary authorities, and therefore the 
Corporations of London, as their direct 
successors, have become the sanitary 
anthorities for London. It does certainly 
seen a very common sense view, to 
suggest that the sanitary authorities 


should be the masters of the water 
supply of this great city, because, 


after all, they really require a copious 
supply of pure water more than any other 
body that now exists. 1 cannot help 
thinking, therefore, that His Majesty's 
Government have been absolutely right 
in coming to Parliament and asking that 
the water supply of London should be 
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placed in the hands of the sanitary 
authorities. The sanitary authorities in 
provincial towns are the water authorities, 
and I cannot agree with the right hon, 
Gentleman who has just addressed the 
House when he says that the water author- 
ity for London should be the London 
County Council, because it is analagous 
to the provincial corporations ; they 
are not in any way alike. The right 
hon. Gentleman acknowledged that Lon- 
don held an altogether peculiar position, 
and that the London County Council is 
practically a county authority. It seems. 
to me, however, that when you have your 
twenty-eight corporations created, and 
the Corporation of the City of London in 
existence, it follows that those corpo- 
rations, as the sanitary authorities 
of London, should be given the control 
of this great water question. Surely 
the London County Council has got 
its own representatives. It has been 
given, as [think was pointed out upon 
the First Reading of the Bill, five times 


/as much representation as any other 


body. I should like to point out that 
the London County Council is not strictly 
a sanitary authority at all, but! it 
has powers in regard to main drainage, 
and in addition it has to appoint medical 
officers of health. | Under these circum- 
stances I submit that the London County 
Council cannot be considered to be the 
sanitary authority at all. 


What are the objections raised to 


the proposed constitution of this Board? 
First of all, in regard to its numbers, 
I cannot see myself that the Board 
is in any way too large. If you 
take the London County Council with its 
137 members, you have a body almost 
double in numbers to what is proposed 
under this Bill. I am told that the Lon- 
don County Council is worked by Com- 
mittees. I think the new Water Board 
wouldalso be worked by Committees, and 
the most onerous work would, of course, 
fall upon the Executive Committee. 
I think the Water Board will have 
to appoint seven or eight other 
Committees, and the number proposed 
will only give about eight members to 
each of these Committees, and no man 
can say that the number is too large for 
the great work which has to be done. 
In regard to what has been said with re- 


_ ference to the incompetency of the Board, 
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I would point out that the Metropolitan | select your members of the Water 
Asylums Board has seventy-three mem-! Board, and I cannot understand why it 


bers and ten Committees, and I have | 


heard from all sides testimony paid to 
the admirable manner in which that 


Board conducts its business, and we are | 


having a proof of this in regard to the 
small-pox epidemic, which they are now 
dealing with in a most admirable and 
competent manner. ‘Therefore I think 
we might accept the constitution that is 
proposed. I will grant that the London 
County Council has had a very great 
deal of experience in regard to the water 
question, but | do not think it has had 
any experience whatever in water man- 
agement. I notice, from a flood of docu- 
ments which I have received, that the 
London County Council has been spend- 
ing the ratepayers’ money very exten- 
sively in printing and_ circulating 
literature in support of its case. I do 
not think, after all, that this is a very 
excellent way of spending their money. 
I confess that the methods which 
the London County Council have 
adopted by constantly introducing these 
Bills cannot fail to have given them 
some knowledge of the financial arrange- 
ments of the Water Companies, but 
I do not think this has_ given 
them any insight whatever into the 
management of these water undertakings. 
How they can claim to be more competent 
to manage this business than anybody 
else 1 cannot see. In regard to the 
Corporations, of which there is a large 
number, it seems to me that it has been a 
great delight to hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to cast aspersions on the members 
of these Corporations. I will insist 
on one point, and that is, that the 
members of these great Corporations 


are infinitely more representative than | 


the members of the London County 
Council. First of all, they must be 
ratepayers in the areas for which 
they are elected. They have a very 
great knowledge of the districts they 
represent, and of the requirements of 
those districts. In addition to that, they 
are men living in the districts or 
in business there. How about the candi- 
dates for the London County Council ? 
A great many of them have never been 
in the districts they desire to represent, 
until they are candidates. The area 
is much larger from which you have to 
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should be impossible to obtain competent 
men of business there. Why should they 
not be as competent as the members of 
the London County Council? Again, we 
are told that there is nocontrol whatever 
over this Water Board. It appears 
strange that nobody has discovered that 


there is a double check on the qualifica- 


tions of the men selected by the districts 
to act as members of the Water Board. 
First of all, they must be elected by the 
ratepayers, and thenthey must be elected 
by the Corporations. If the ratepayers 
were not satisfied with these men they 
would not be elected, and if the Cor- 
porations in turn did not find them 
representative on the Water Board they 
would not send them back. It seems to 
me that there is a double check which 
they would not hesitate to use if occasion 
demanded. Again, we have inthe London 
County Council the interests of the east 
and the west of London, which are opposite 
as the poles. There is nothing in common 
between them, and yet it claims to 
carry on its administrative work 
extremely well. I cannot see why, if we 
have men of diverse views on this Water 
Board, that the work should not be carried 
on equally well. 


There has been a question raised with 
regard to arbitration and agreement. Hon. 
Members on the other side of the House 
have raised a particular objection that 
the price, or rather that the 
amount of water stock to be given to the 
water companies should be fixed not by 
agreement, but by arbitration. I find 
that in the London County Council's 
Water Bill of 1902 there is a clause which 
would have enabled the County Council 
to come to an agreement with the water 
companies. I am, therefore, surprised 
that the London County Council should 
object to that proposal in the Bill now 
before the House. It is also stated as an 
objection that the whole Board cannot be 
turned out together. I do not think it 
is desirable that the whole Board should 
be turned out together. It seems to me 
the chief work the Board will have to do 
will be to manage the water supply in a 
careful and business-like manner, to en- 
deavour to meet the requirements of the 
consumers as far as possible, and to mete 
out absolute justice to the ratepayers 


H 
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and the consumers. There are two dif- | 
So far as | 


ferent ways of looking at it. 
the east end of London is concerned, the 
people suffered very severely indeed from 
want of consideration by the companies. 
It is not out of place, therefore, that a 
Member, representing an East London 
constituency, should give vent to the 
feelings of the people whom he repre- 
sents. In giving my vote as | shall for 
the Second Reading of this Bill, and in 
supporting it in every way I can, I 
believe that I am acting in the very best 
interests of my constituents, and I believe 
the Water Board will be capable of giving 
sound work, and that my constituents 
will, in future, have a better supply of 
water on less onerous terms than they 


have had in the past. 


*(6.20.) Mr. JOHN BURNS (Batter- 
sea): Forthe last time but one, the House 
of Commons is confronted again with the 
London water question. I say the last 
but one advisedly, because, anxious as I 
am to convert this Bill into a business- 
like operative measure, I am convinced 
that it cannot work, that the Board 
which it sets up will break down, and 
that the House of Commons will again 
be confronted with an amending Bill to 
supply the defects which this Bill un- 
doubtedly contains. I say that, because, 
like many Members of Parliament who 
are also members of the London County 
Council, 
of various branches of London adminis- 
tration. I have been for nearly 
fourteen years a Main 
Commissioner, and the duties 
Main Drainage Commissioner 
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Drainage | 
of a) 
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Board has been created contrary to the 
teachings of water history, and the 
experience of the water companies, and 
is opposed to all the precedents, and the 
Committees and Royal Commissions on 
this subject. This Board has been created, 


‘not because the Government think that 


it is a good or workable Board, but 
because it is necessary to have a large 
Board in which the County Council 
representation will be out-voted. There 
is underlying this Bill a prejudice against 
the County Council, and the majority 
vote of the Borough Councils will enable 
them on the new Board to set the 
Council practically at naught. I venture 
to say that, except that this Bill is 
framed mainly out of prejudice to the 
County Council, I cannot see any reason 
at all why this Board should have been 
created so large, unwieldly, and unrepre- 
sentative. Whom have we had speaking 
on this subject? We have had water 
director after water director getting up 
and telling the House of Commons that 
this Bill from the point of view of the 
Board is unworkable. I do not associate 
myself with the financial criticism of the 
water directors, but I would appeal to 
the Government not to be too susceptible 
toit. On the business side, on the repre- 
sentative side, and as regards the capacity 


_of this Board, every one of the water 


directors has criticised this Bill adversely. 
I think this Bill goes out of its way 
deliberately to detract, to minimise, and 
to shear off useful municipal power the 
only body in London that ought to 
have been the rucleus of the Water 
Board or Water Committee. I would 
point this out to the Conservative Party. 


me an opportunity of forming a view and | The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
of getting experience of a cognate service, for Croydon was responsible for the 
viz., the water supply, and justify me | creation of the London County Council. 
in giving a few opinions based on experi-|1 know that he has suffered much 
ence to the House. I venture to say | criticism, most of it uninformed, nearly 
that the Board which this Bill creates, | all of it prejudiced, and a great deal of 
by its anomalous composition, by the| it interested, for his creation of that 
inexperience of its members, by the| body. I venture to say that twenty-five 
costliness of its proceedings, and the or fifty years hence, when impartial 
incapacity it must demonstrate, will | opinion passes judgment on his creation, 
break down. That is the opinion of | the County Council will be praised beyond 





nearly everyone of the thirty Members 
who from different points of view have 
addressed the House of Commons on this 


subject. 
Why do I think that this Board 
will break down? Because the 


Mr. Harry Samuel. 


his expectations, and will be regarded as 
perhaps the best body this city ever got. 
This Bill still further is an attempt to 
shear the County Council of its proper 
functions and duties, and it is part and 
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part of some members on that side so 
todo. We are not to have the power 
of running a half-penny tramway over 
Westminster Bridge, but you will 
spend £5,000,000 on a railway from no- 
where to the back of beyond in Uganda, 
and the natives can burn the sleepers 
for the lack of passengers using it. 
That is your policy. Everything by 
London, but nothing forit. The Council 
isto be deprived of the power of running a 
municipal tramway; it must not run 
steamboats ; it is to be deprived of tele- 
phones ; it is to be robbed of markets ; 
and last, but not least, it is to be unfit 
to discharge the elementary municipal 
duty of carrying out a municipal water 
supply. 


Let me put this view on this 
occasion. It is a mistake—and I would 
say this to any Government, whether 
Liberal or ‘Tory—to depreciate your 
central municipal body in London. 
What is more, you ought to magnify 
the central body in London, so that 
you may attract to that body not 
water company directors, or gas com- 
pany directors or men “on the make,” 
but able, conscientious, disinterested men 
who will be attracted to the municipal 
service by the usefulness, honour and 
dignity of the work. Instead of that, 
you are depreciating the Council, you 
are making it less attractive for healthy 
ambitious men, and it is because this 
Bill is merely an affront to the London 
County Council that I protest against 
its being treated in the way this measure 
does. See how contrary it is to what 
the Government does in other directions. 
When the old vestries, mainly through in- 
direct election, lack of publicity, and lack 
of attractions. rendered themselves unpop- 
war, and when you decided to get rid of 
them what did you do? You said that 
you must render the work more attractive. 
lf that is so with the Borough Council, it 
is doubly so with the chief municipal 
body of London, to whom you deal a 
rious, a heavy, and unnecessary preju- 


dicial blow by the way in which you | 


treat it under the conditions of this Bill. 


I pass from that to the history that the | 
Government has ignored in setting up| 
this authority for the water area. This | 
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authority ; but what precedents have the 
Government followed in the composition 
_of this Board? What authority have 
they listened to? What respect have 
they shown to the findings of their own 
Committees and Royal Commissions ? 
There has not been a Committee or a 
Royal Commission which has sat upon 
the London Water Question, every one of 
the recommendations of which this 
Government has not flagrantly violated 
and over-rided. As the right hon. Mem- 
ber for East Fife proved—but I must 
repeat it because it is part of the argu- 
ment | am now addressing to the House 
—the City Corporation introduced a Bill 
in 1891, which some Members forget, but 
which proposed to place at the outside 
fifty-one on the Water Board, and not a 
single vestryman or Borough Councillor. 
In what was called the Vestries Bill itself, 
because it was introduced with the ap- 
proval of the Vestries, in 1891, the 
largest number proposed was thirty-nine. 
Lord James’s Commission recommended 
thirty. In 1900 the proposal which Lord 
Llandaft’s Commission recommended was 
thirty. But this Bill flies in the face of 
all these precedents from four different 
quarters, viz., the City, the Vestries, 
Lord James’s Commission, and Lord 
Llandaff’s Commission ; and it recom- 
mends sixty-nine men from seventy-eight 
districts. Well, let us go into these sixty- 
nine. The London County Council 
has ten only out of the sixty-nine. 
That is a smaller number than 
the City gave to the London County 
Council in their Bill, smaller than the 
Vestries Bill gave to the London County 
Council, and smaller than Lord Ridley’s 
and Lord Llandaff’s Commissions re- 
commended. Then why is it that the 
London County Council have, under this 
Bill, only ten out of sixty-nine? I say 
that ten is inadequateto theposition which 
the London County Council occupies, 
to its capacity, its ability, its experience 
and its powers of work; and I venture 
to say that that number has been made 
small to put the London County Council 
in a hopeless minority on this Board, 
and to use the Borough Councils probably 
in the interests, as it may work out, 
of the water companys. [HON. MEMBERS ; 
No, no! ] Well, that is my opinion, and it 


House prides itself on its respect for con-| may be your experience ; and they know 
stitutional and historical precedents and ‘how to do it, exploiting the innocent 
2 
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ignorance and inexperience of the thirty- | 


four borough councillors, and exploiting 
that innocence and that inexperience 
by mulcting London in the interest 


of good purchase terms against the ten | 


London County Councillors, whose know- 


ledge and experience put them in a position | 


of being neither humbugged by water 
directors, nor deceived by the water 
companies’ officials. I am one of those 
who have done everything in their 
power to dignify the position of the 
Borough Councils. I have never said 
one word to discredit them, and I hope 
I never may, because it is a mistake to 
discourage anyone in a city like London, 
where, through apathy and indifference, 
it is the greatest possible difficulty to 
get any sort of men to take any interest 
in Government, be it central or local. 
But I decline respectfully to recognise 
these Borough Councils for this purpose, 
as being representative, or in any sense 
anauthority, that ought to be taken into 
consideration on such a Board as this. 
Why do I say that? The borough 
councils are elected by wards for purely 
microscopic local interests. 
probably in the matter of water supply 
do what experience, sentiment and 
instinct teaches them to do, viz., to fight 
for their own narrow and_ parochial 


interests on this Water Board, as against | Authority ; but they are not the Sanitary 
the general water interests of the Metro- | . 


polis as a whole. They cannot help 
that, they are built that way. But 
on the London County Council we 
insist, and every Member here who 
is a member of the London County 
Council knows, that immediately a man 
from any district asks for a fire station 
for his locality, it is the signal for every 
one of the metropolitan-minded Mem bers 
to see that he does not get that fire 
station unless it is concurrent with and 
coincident with the general fire interest 
of the metropolis as a whole. That is 
the right way and the proper spirit. I 
venture to say that on this Board the 
borough councillors will fight for 
their own local interests and their own 
local ends as against the Metropolitan 
interests as a whole. What is more, it 
-will mean district after district trying to 
get cheap water at other districts’ ex- 
pense, and probably many of the poor 
districts, improperly amalgamating 
against the bigger districts, who pay, 
Mr. John Burns. 
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at present, very heavily for their 
water. And it may also mean cheapen- 
ing the rate of London water at the 
expense of the outside areas. That will 
be a blunder; it will be a mistake. It 
will be inefficient in administration, and 
costly in process. This Board means the 
diffusion of control; it means the di- 
sipation of strength; it means the 
waste of energy and extravagance in 
financial adminstration. I go further, 
and say that the Borough Councils in 
this matter must be irresponsible to the 
Metropolis. What experience have the 
Borough Councils in cognate matters} 
None at all. The London County 
Council has great experience. It has 
137 members, split up into twenty-one 
different Metropolitan Committees to 
deal with such kindred duties as drainage, 
fire, health, and so forth; and I believe 
that as we have proved ourselves to be 
representative of London as a whole, 
and not delegated from any particular 
locality, that ought to he the experi- 
ence and the body from which you ought 
to get your Water Committee in the 
interests of efficiency and economy. 


I come to another point. It has been 
urged by the hon. Member for Limehouse 
that the Borough Councils have been 
selected because they are the Sanitary 


Authority for London. They are the 
sanitary authority for their own small 
areas, one thirtieth part of London as 
a whole. The London County Council 
is the Sanitary Authority for dra nage, 
for fire, for drawing up regulations tor 
public control, and for acting when these 
local sanitary authorities do not in 
default do their work. What is more, 
the London County Council is sufficiently 
the sanitary authority that this Bill 
recognises the value of our experience 
and capacity for the kind of work which 
this Bill denies to us. It is the London 
County Council's plans, it is the London 
County Council’s measures, it is the 
London County Council’s men, it is the 
London County Council’s officers, and 
it is the London County Council’ 
abilities that have forced this Water 
Question to its present stage. If the 
hon. Member for Islington doubts me, 
let him ask any water director whether, 
without the persistency, without the 
representative authority behind its back, 
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House of Commons. Then an _ hon. 
Member getsupand says: ‘ What about 
the outside area?” The outside area 
has been purposely exaggerated. The 
bulk of the people who live outside the 
London County Council’s area are men 
whose business interests are inside the 
metropolitan area; and if these men 
are content, as election after election has 
proved, to have the London County 
Council to be the water authority, surely 
these same men will not object to our 
dealing with them in their residential 
capacity in the counties of Middlesex, 
Kent, Essex, and Surrey. The fact is 
that this Bill duplicates representation, 
and mixes up a number of things, par- 
ticularly with regard to outside areas. 
Let me give one. I see the hon. Member 
for one of the Divisions of Middlesex in 
his place and alsothe hon. Member for the 
Epping Division. The latter admits 
frankly that he isa water director, and that 
the London County Council Bill is,in many 
respects, a better Bill than the Govern- 
ment Bill. Both hon. Members admit that 
it they had to choose from an outside point 
of view, whether they would deal with 
a London County Council Water Com- 
mittee of fifteen, or this hetearogeneous 
mob from everywhere, they would rather 
choose the London County Council’s 
experienced Committee of fifteen. The 
hon. Member for Limehouse said 
that the borough councillors were 
the only right people, the only 
people who perhaps ought to be 
considered. 1 want to know where the 
evidence is that the Borough Councils 
want this Bill. It has not been pro- 
duced. The water companies do not 
like it; the outside authorities are not | 
enthusiastic about it. Well, then, who 
is it that wants it ? 


AN Hon. MEMBER on the Ministerial | 
Benches: The London County Council. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: No, wedo not 
want more than our proper deserts ; but 
we do say that ten out of sixty-nine is not 
our proper deserts ; that this large Water | 
Board is unnecessary, is dangerous, and | 
that some day you will have to demolish 
it, and that you will have to set up an, 
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without the ability and sustained ex- 
perience of the London County Council, 
you would have had this Bill before the 
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experienced Committee of the London 
County Council, that has forced you to 
give more consideration to this very 
serious problem. Where are the Borough 
Councils that are in favour of this Bill? 


Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): Wands- 
worth. 


* Mr. JOHN BURNS: Notofthi par- 
ticular form of the Bill or this particular 
Board. 


Mr. THORNTON: 
ticular Board. 


Yes, this par- 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: But oneswallow 
does not make a summer. and one Borough 
Council out of thirty asking for this 
Bill does not prove the Government's 
case. I will take Wandsworth, which 
plumped for this Bill before its provisions 
were known. Did Wandsworth know 
what effect this Board would have on 
their local rates? Did they know that 
they would have to raise local rates for 
a foreign body to spend on works 120 
miles up the river Thames ? Did Wands- 
worth know that this Board, to be 
gathered from anywhere, could mort- 
gage Wandsworth’s rates and could in- 
dent on Wandsworth for expenditure that 
Wandsworth knew absolutely nothing 
about? Sofar as I can find out not 
another Borough Council has expressed 
an opinion in favour of the Bill except 
Wandsworth, and Wandsworth bought a 
pig ina poke. I believe that if Wands- 
worth, with its high rates, had known 
what they were doing, Wandsworth 


' would have thought twice before they 


decided to petition in its favour. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): 


I may 


‘tell the hon. Member that I presented a 


petition from St. Pancras Borough 
Council on Friday in favour of this 


Bill. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Since the Bill 
was introduced ? 


Mr. MOON: Yes; last Friday. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Then we have 
two swallows out of thirty! I am 
waiting cheerfully and patiently for 
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the remaining twenty-eight. Suppos- |help it, that body deserves it, and this 
ing the borough councillors who is the last time probably that I shall 
were elected to this Board took ever, as a London County Councillor, 


their seats, I want to know who is going 
to have some or any control over the 
member, or the 420th part of a Member 
from places in Hertfordshire and Buck- 
inghumshire? If he is elected, he will 
not be elected by the Borough Council 
on the Water Board because of any 
knowledge that he may have of London 
water. Nota bit. His conduct on the 
Board can never be challenged; he can 
never be brought to book because he is 
elected for other local purposes; there 
can be no check on those localities, and 
no control over the Board of which he is 
a member, and the borough councillor 
will be a member of the Council for the 
water supply, and he will be free from the 
supervision of the Local Board that elected 
him in the discharge of his duties. When 
we find that thirty-six Urban District 
Councils nominate eight members, what 
possible chance of control can those 


districts have over a member elected 
in this way? When we find 
that eight Joint Committees must 


take place every three years to elect 
eight members, what control can there 
be? 575 Urban Councillors have to be 
elected; they have to elect ninety-one, 
who elect eight members to serve on a 
Committee, who sit, and in their turn 
elect one member to the Board. The 
result is that while 343 people in Hert- 
ford will have one member on this 
Board, London will have only one for 
97,245, and from the Central London 
view one member for 400,000 people. 
It is preposterous when we remem- 
ber that the Board will be elected 
for three years, and that half that 
Board may be aldermen, and not subject 
to re-election, and when we consider that 
the Roya] Commission recommended 
that the Board should be a popular 
body, not larger than thirty members, 
responsible to the central authority, 
this Board is not only against common 
sense representation, but dead against 
all the recommendations of the Com- 
mission. 


Now, with regard to the personnel of 
the Board, some will no doubt say I am 
always proud to sing the praises of the 
London County Council. Sir, I cannot 


Mr. John Burns. 


take part in a London Water Bill. But 
compare the Committee of Water of the 
London County Council with the Com- 
mittees that will be derived from this 
‘body. Immediately we got to work with 
the heavy burden of London Govern- 
ment upon us, we did not run our 
politics to death in the selection of men 
for onerous posts which required ex- 
perience and capacity, we put upon our 
Finance Committee ex-civil servants, 
Lord Welby, Lord Farrer, Lord Lingen, 
and men of this type. Those men 
were on the Water Committee and the 
Finance Committee, and were responsible 
to and under the executive control of 
the London County Council. We added to 
them the hon. Member for East Islington, 
Mr. Hoare, a banker, and Sir John 
‘Lubbock. Where the probity and 
honour of the London County Coun- 
cil is at stake, we do not trouble 
whether a nan is a Duke or a banker 
| what we wanted was the work properly 
done by people that London might trust 
| from the point of finance and credit, and 
I venture to say if we had a Water 
Committee the type of men we would 
/commission would be Lord Welby, Lord 
| Farrer, Sir John Lubbock, Mr. Hoare and 
Mr. Anthrobus—men we could trust 
‘and London could respect. I believe 
| were to give the London 


‘if you 
|County Council the control of the 


| London water supply we should have 
| fifteen of our best men, men whom 
London could trust, men who _ had 
financial knowledge and ability of the 
highest character, and men on whom 
London could safely depend for experience 
and probity. 


However, you have decided to create 
this body. Directly it goes to work 
with its inferior and excessive personnel, 
this is what will happen. This strong 
Board of ex-vestrymen and _ Borough 
| Councillors will only have one body of 
'men to advise them, the water companies’ 
own officials. Supposing you had an 
ex-vestryman or Borough Councillor from 
Battersea or Watford or Hertford, and 
suppose he was confronted with the 
solicitor, lawyer, and accountant of one of 
the London Water Companies, he would be 
as clay in the hands of the potter, without 
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experience, without knowledge and with- | 
out that suspicion based on past ex- | 
perience which is necessary when deal- 
ing with matters of this kind. These 
people would make him a mere negative 
plate on which to photograph their own 
views. But we have wrestled with the 
water beasts at Ephesus—we have 
grappled with these gentlemen, and on 
facts, knowledge and experience we 
would extract from them a not unfair 
bargain based on the facts and our know- 
ledge of their works, plant, engines, and 
service. This cannot be the case with 
these inexperienced Borough Councillors. 
What will this new Board have power to 
do? The rates in London are jumping 
up by leaps and bounds as a proof of 
what the Borough Councillors have done. 
Since they have been in existence in 
London they have raised the rates 
from 6d. to 10d. in the £ They 
have raised the rates more than any 
other public body in the history of 
London. This body will have the power 
of contracting debt, to levy rates 
to purchase without arbitration, to 
abandon the present supply and under- 
take new sources, and do all this under 
the advice and guidance of the water com- 
panies’ officials without having previous 
experience. If it is necessary to have a 
Board at all, have a Board constituted out 
of the City Corporation, the outside 
County Councils, and the London County 
Council itself. Those three bodies would 
make an infinitely better Board than that 
which the Government give us. What is 
going to happen to this Board? Take 
the Metropolitan Board of Works. I am 
not going to say anything against the 
Metropolitan Board of Works. I have 
said in the House before, and I repeat it 
now, it was a Board that was unnecessarily 
abused. It did a great deal of good work, 
and it did a great bal of harm in its latter 
days. You made a mistake in doing with 
the Metropolitan Board what you are 
trying to do with the London County 
Council. You tried to belittle it. It 
was indirectly elected, many of its Com- 
mittees were held in secret and did not 
do its work in the full light of day, in the 
fierce light of public criticism in which 
the London County Council has happily 


been compelled to work. The Metro- | 


politan Board of Works died from lack of 
attractiveness, and the lack of that 
capacity and control which you cannot 
get except by direct election even with 
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‘have centralised legislation. 
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regard to the Metropolitan Asylum 
Board. I have nothing to say against 
that body, but some of its mem- 
bers think that some day it will have 
to go the way of the Metropolitan Board of 
Works because it has not that attractive- 
ness that bodies of this kind should have. 
The Metropolitan Board of Works died ; 
it was killed by public opinion. The 
Metropolitan Asylums Board may do the 
same very shortly. The Thames Con- 
servancy is another instance of these 
irresponsible bodies. The Thames Con- 
servancy was so unpopular and so irre- 
sponsible that to keep it sweet the 
Government had to bring in a Bill to 
send half a dozen County Councils to 
keep it from putrifaction, and since we 
have enforced popular election, we have 
tried to teach them, and have to some 
extent shown them how to do their 
work properly. 


Let us go to another instance. Take 
the Government’s own work. There 
recently has been centralisation. They 


have got rid of the old vestries, the 
old Metropolitan Board of Works, 
they have had to level up the Thames 
conservancy, and in the House itself they 
Now why 
have they departed from those four 
cardinal principles in this Bill, except 
for one purpose, the purpose of giving 
an unmerited snub to the London 
County Council? Why have they 
treated London in this way? Why 
have they not treated her in the same 
way as they have treated other cities. 
There are 931 water authorities in the 
Kingdom and of those 931, 918 or 98 
per cent. of them carry out their water 
supply by the directly elected water 
authority of the Municipal Council. Of 
that 931 there are only thirteen joint 
water authorities, and those are not 
joint authorities for the distribution of 
water but for the allocation of water 
sheds which is a very different matter. 
Here is an extraordinary anomaly. You 
deny Home Rule to Ireland. One of 
these days you will alter your mind 
about that, but in the whole of Ireland 
there is only one body for the supply of 
water that is not directly elected. Let 


London have in this respect, what 
Ireland enjoy. These bodies carry 
out their works for miles outside 


areas without difficulty. 
cannot you give the London 


their own 
| Why 
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own ratable area? Birmingham does 
it. Let me deal with Birmingham for 
a moment. 
tion of 522,182 inside its area and 
252,462 outside. Its ratable value inside 
is £2,735,426, outside it is £1,182,417, 
and the extent of its area inside its 
wards is 19°9 miles. outside it is 112 
miles. This municipality has compulsory 
jurisdiction over 112 miles, over five 
times as much as its own ratable area, 
and what is true of Birmingham is true 
of Bolton, Leicester, Plymouth, Liver- 
pool, and other plices. I ask the 
Government, then, not to fly in the face 
of municipal precedents like that—not 
to make a mistake and follow the sinister 
precedent of the various Roards they 
have created which they have afterwards 
had to abolish. I have mentioned four. 
Let us not forget the Thames Sewage 
Valley Board which was created and had 
to be abolished. And never forget 
that whenever this has been tried in 
America and elsewhere it has always led 
to bad results. Why should the Thames 
Conservancy have two members? Why 
should it have one or two? If it has a 
direct interest then in my opinion two is 
not enough, I believe a Body that is going 
to sell water ought not to send a repre- 
sentative to the Board that may have to 
buy water. If it does its duty as it 
should to the river Thames it may 
have to prevent this new Board from 
taking water from outside districts. It 
has to keep the river full and keep it 


clean and may have to prevent the Board | 
from taking water from the Thames in| 


dipletion of its natural flow. What the 
Water Board ought to do is to go to 
Wales or some other place for a source of 
supply and why you allow the Thames 
Conservancy to sit on the new Water 
Board this inevitable duty will be 


postponed for interested reasons. Now 
What is the reason for admitting 


Wanstead ? Why should Wanstead where 
the flats are being admitted to, this Board ? 
Why should Hanwell where the lunatics 
are claim to be represented on_ this 

eculiar Board? Why should all these 
Drban Councils get this representation to 
the exclusion and suppression of the 
London area? I see no reason except that 
the Government intended to snub the 
London County Council and give it another 
blow. 


Mr. John Burns. 
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County Council power to go outside its | 


Birmingham has a popula- | 
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I will not trouble the House with 
‘further arguments against this popular 
Board. I believe it is too large and un- 
wieldly ; that it has vested in it dangerous 
powers, and is costly and extravagant ; 
that it will cause another Bill to be intro- 
duced to deal with the same matter ; and 
that is why I speak against it. In my 
opinion the only alternative is a Water 
Committee of the London County Council, 
or a Water Committee of the London 
County Council co-operating with other 
County Councils only. The Water Board 
will have to have a little more control over 
it financially than this Bill gives if we 
are to have this foreign body levying rates 
in the outside areas. 

The last point is the question of price. 
It is curious that though the London 
County Council has been represented as 
confiscatory in its policy, the water 
companies would rather throw them- 
selves on the tender mercies of the 
Council than this Bill. What does the 
County Council ask? That the Water 
Companies shall receive a fair market 
value for their undertaking. We have 
asked for nothing more nor less, and 
if we asked for less we should not be 
doing our best for our constituents. 
The fact of the matter is, the water 
directors want better security tor their 
investments, and they have no right 
to have it. If they ask for their present 
income on better security, they are 
asking that on a water supply drawn 
at a nominal charge from public water 
sheds. They ought to be satisfied. 
They have no legal monopoly for the water 
supply, and I believe when their plant 
engines and pumping power come to 
be examined, they will receive far more 
than adequate consideration for the 
concern that they have to sell. We 
‘must remember that they have no 
future source of supply to warrant 
them in asking that their income 
should be made more secure. | think, 
from our point of view, the water 
companies under this Bill are as well 
treated as they deserve to be. I do 
not like to see the House of Commons 
year after year wasting its time on 
Water Bills, all based on one idea, that 
idea being to keep the London County 
Council out of the work o: London 
Water Supply. This Bill is based on 
that authority for reasons |! cannot 
understand, but when this Board breaks 
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down, as it will; when the Board 
prove to be incompetent, as it must; 
when it levies rates and contracts debts, 
and makes the supply more costly, more 
complex, and more difficult, then the 
London County Council will have to 
come and ask the House to reverse 
this Bill in some particulars. 

I make this suggestion to the 
Government. 
mittee, and send to that Committee, 
concurrently with this Bill, the London 
County Council Bill and the Bill 
of the hon. Member for Dulwich, and 
give the Committee the freest possible 
hand to cut down this Board to 
measurable proportions. If they do, the 
Committee will cut down this Board to 
thirty Members, composed generally of 
London County Councillors with eight or 
ten County Councillors from Berkshire, 
Kent, and Middlesex. They will only 
ask two members of this Board for 
about a year during the transition 
period, and then they will give us 
our own water supply, to which the 
London County Council would be willing 
to agree. Those are my suggestions, and 
Ihope the Government will agree to 
them, that we may settle this matter 
once and for all. Let the body that collects 
the rates and spends the rates. make the 
debt and pay it, and undertake the 
responsibility of going to Wales or else- 
where for a tuture supply of pure water. 
Such a body is the County Council. We 
ask for this body an Opportunity of 
increasing the burdenof our responsibility, 
so that we can manage the existing 
water supply as every other municipality 
does, and that we may get a new 
supply from Wales. This new Board 
cannot and will not do it, because, so far 


as Londonis concerned, they have neither | 


the will nor the power. It is because I 
believe all this that I have much pleasure 
in supporting the Amendment. 


(7.12.) Mr. WALTER LONG: I do) 
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Let the Bill go to a Com- | 
the only reason for the introduction of 
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and attack upon any proposals under 
consideration ; but the hon. Gentleman 
devoted most of his speech to an attempt 
to convince the House that there is be- 
hind the Bill some feeling towards the 
London County Council of which at all 
events I, as responsible for the Bill on 
behalf of the Government, am entirely 
in ignorance, and as to which | know 
nothing. The House has been told that 


the Bill is hostility to the London County 
Council and to prevent that body be- 
coming the controlling water authority ; 
but it is idle to waste time in discussing 
an opinion of that kind. Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite are welcome to their own 
opinions as to the motives which have 
induced the Government to introduce 
the measure, but | will as briefly and 
clearly as 1 can give the reasons for the 
proposed solution of this very difticult 
question. Much has been made ot the 
criticisms addressed to the Bill from the 
Government side of the House, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Fife said he had only heard one speech 
in support of the Bill,and that was trom 
the hon. Member for Dulwich, and of that 
even he was not sure whether it was 
actually in support ot the Bill or not. I 
share the right hon. Gentleman’s doubt 
on that point, but I must remind ium that 
this is not the only night of debate. I 
have gone carefully through the list of 
speakers on the first evening, and, 
putting aside those who spoke, and 
rightly spoke, on behalf of the water com- 
panies and presented the companies case, 
out of the others the three speeches from 
this side of the House were in un- 
qualified support of the Government 
proposal. Even the hon. Member 
for the Chelmsford division of Essex— 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: His company is 
not directly interested in the Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Does the hon. 


not propose to tollow the hon. Member Gentleman suggest that because _ his 


through his various remarks upon London 
government; I will content myself by 
saying that it was only when he 
is making practical suggestions and 
offering alternatives to the Govern- 
ment proposals that the hon. Member 
commands the attention of the House. 
It is easy to indulge in criticism 








company is not directly interested in 
the Bill my hon. friend is not capable 
of forming a correct judgment in regard 
to it? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: In this respect I 
should describe the hon. Member as an 
Uitlander. 
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' Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. 


Member is entitled to describe my hon. 
friend as he likes, but I am also entitled 
to say that out of eight speakers on this 
side of the House, four spoke, and rightly 
spoke, on behalf of the water companies, 
but of the remaining four, three spoke in 
firm support of the policy of the Bill. 
Therefore, I maintain that the criticism of 
the right hon. Gentleman earlier in the 
evening has no foundation whatever. 

But I am not surprised that a measure of 
this kind should meet with much criticism. 
We have heard of what the London 
County Council would do if they were 
now dealing with the question. All I 
have to say in comment on the remarks 
of the hon. Member for Battersea is that 
it is a great pity they did not arrive at 
this conclusion when they had the oppor- 
tunity long ago, but did not avail them- 
selves of it. It is a little late in the day 
to come forward with this policy now in 
criticism of the proposals of the Govern- 


ment and to say, “If we had the oppor- | 


tunity we would do much better.” The 
London County Council have tried their 
hand—I do not blame them for it—and 
failed. My hon. friend the Member for 
Dulwich 
produced and introduced a very long Bill 
dealing with this question last session. All 
who have put their hand to the work, even 
to the smallest extent, know how full of 
difficulties and anxieties is this London 
water question. I say that it is unneces- 
sary that our difficulties should be added 
to and our path rendered more thorny 
by these uncalled for and unjustifiable 
suggestions that our proposals, made in 
good faith, are based on feelings of hos- 
tility either to the London County 
Council or to the Party opposite. When 
I hear these constant suggestions with 





regard to our attitude towards the London | 


County Council, I am inclined to ask 
myself whether the right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite would be so persistent in their 
support of the London County Council, 
in claiming that it should be given every 


new power, if it were not for the fact that | 


that body is progressive in character, and 
therefore representative of views with 
which the Party opposite are in sympathy. 
I do not know ; it may be that if it were 
composed of Moderates, they would take 
the same view. [Cheers.] That is a very 
easy cheer to give now. All I can say is 
that these are not the reasons that 
induced His Majesty’s Government to 
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all honour to his industry — | 
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formulate the policy we have proposed. 
_ I have argued before, and I will not take 
| up the time of the House by arguing again, 
| the question of the analogy between the 
London County Council and other muni- 
'cipal authorities. Great stress has been 
laid in the course of this debate on the fact 
|that the Metropolitan Borough Councils 
| were not elected as water authorities, 
_No more was the London County Council. 
_When the London County Council was 
created in 1888 it was not created as the 
| water authority for London. nor was it 
| contemplated that it should become the 
| water authority. It was not until the 
passing of legislation permitting it 
promote Bills in Parliament to become 
the water authority that it was so con- 
| stituted. Therefore, any argument based 
on the objects for which these Metro- 
politan Borough Councils were created 
must apply equally to the London County 
Council. 


ta 


But I pass that by altogether ; I desire 
to deal simply with the municipal ques- 
tion. We are told by Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House that we are 
casting a slur on municipal life, and that 
we are putting back the hands of the 
clock of municipal life. Do hon. Gentle- 
men opposite realise that in repudiating 
the right of these Metropolitan Borough 
Councils to bear a share in London 
government, either in connection with 
the administration of the water supply 
or in regard toany other matter, they 
are denying to them rights and privileges 
enjoyed by every provincial body in the 
country? [‘‘No,no.”] It is easy to say 
“No, no,” but so it is. There is not one 
of those metropolitan boroughs that 
has not at present a population 
which, if it were a provincial borough, 
would entitle it to the separate powers 
and privileges of county boroughs. Why 
is it they have not these powers? Be- 
cause at the time of the passing of the 
Act of 1888 the metropolitan boroughs 
as such did not exist. [‘‘ No.) I beg 
your pardon ; that is the fact. I speak 
|of what I know. At the passing of the 
Act of 1888 the metropolitan boroughs 
did not exist ; they were created by an 
Act of Parliament passed in the year 
/1899. Did Parliament mean anything 
real in regard to the reform of the muni- 
cipal government of London when it 
passed the Act setting up metropolitan 
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boroughs, or did it not? Did it mean | 
simply to create a certain number of | 
men as mayors and aldermen, and | 
nothing more? If so, then the policy of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite is the right 
one. But if, on the other hand, it meant 
to endeavour to give a new interest and 
a new life to local government in the 
Metropolis, if it meant to realise the fact 
that in some respects the creation of one 
centre of local government had failed, 
and that new centres must be created if 
the best men are to he attracted, then 
we are entitled to regard the metropoli- 
tan boroughs as representative of the 
local government of London, and to in- 
clude them in the constituent bodies 
which will go to form the new water 
authority for the metropolitan area as a 
whole. 


Great ridicule was cast—and I 
must confess to my surprise—by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fite upon the inclusion not only of 
the metropolitan boroughs, but also of 
the urban districts. “Why do you 
bring in these metropolitan boroughs ? 
What right have these metropolitan 
Boroughs to come in?” Somebody sug- 
gested, in the ordinary way, that there 
was an answer to that by asking, “ Why 
should they not be brought in?” The 
right hon. Gentleman indignantly re- 
jected such a form of answer; he de-| 
clined to be drawn—for which discretion 
I much admired him—and said, “ No, it | 
is not enough to ask me why they 
should not be brought in. Why are they 
to be brought in? Why are the urban 
districts to be brought in?” I confess 
that as I listen to such remarks, as I | 
am told that we have trampled on every 
precedent of local government, that we 
have taken an entirely novel course in 
connection with local government—when 
I hear these statements emphasised in 
this particular manner I am filled with 
surprise. I admit that the position of 
the metropolitan boroughs is different 
from that of the provincial boroughs for 
the reason I have already given. But 
the position of an urban sanitary district | 
outside the metropolitan area is in no 
sense different from that of any other 
urban sanitary district in the country. | 
They are responsible for the sanitary | 
work of their area, and one of the primary | 
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duties of a sanitary authority is to pro- 
vide its area with water, or to bear a 
share in that provision if it is required. 
Therefore, I maintain that so far from 
it being wrong to include in the consti- 
tuent bodies of this new authority the 
urban sanitary authorities of the various 
areas, including the Metropolitan Borough 
Councils, it would have been wrong, on 
the other hand, to have excluded them 
from some share in the representation 
upon this new body. I am glad to notice 
that in the debate on this stage of the 
Bill, the language on the other side of 
the House has altered somewhat from 
that used in the debate on the First 
Reading. It is true that one or two 
gentlemen tonight have let slip those 
familiar words with which we were so 
familiar in the previous debate, but we 
have not heard so much about this 
omnium gatherum, these sweepings from 
lanes and by-ways. We heard a great 
deal of such expressions in the First Read- 
ing debate, but tonight hon. Gentlemen 
have been more guarded in their references 
to the new Board, and a little more 
respectful in their references to the 
metropolitan boroughs concerned. 


I listened to the greater part of the 
debate on Thursday last, and to the 
whole of it tonight, but for the life of me 
I have not been able to ascertain what 
there is either in the form of election or 
in the qualification of a candidate or in 
the members themselves which justify 
this remarkable distinction between the 
members of the London County Council 
and members of the Metropolitan Borough 
They are elected by the same 
electors; the same man goes to the 
polling booth and votes, one day for a 
member of the London County Council 
and another day for a member of the 
Metropolitan Borough Council—it may 
be for the same person in each instance ; 
but according to the hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, if the person is elected to the 
London County Council he is immedi- 
ately endowed with all the civic virtues, 
but if he is elected to a Metropolitan 
Borough Council, as we have heard to- 
night, he is not fit to be entrusted with 
the ordinary duties discharged by mem- 
bers of every provincial Borough Council 
in the country. What is the marvellous 
change that takes place? What wave of 
the magician’s wand is it that turns 
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either the elector or the elected into such 
different material, depending solely on 
whether the election is a London County 
Council electionor a Metropolitan Borough 
Council election ? We have had no justi- 
fication whatever given us for the special 
pen into which Metropolitan Borough 
Councillors are to be driven by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. They fall foul of 
us because, they say—I think without 
justice—we attack the London County 
Council. There is no foundation for 
that criticism of theirs. But at all 
events they cannot deny that they 
have declared tonight, and on Thurs- 
day night last, through their represen- 
tative speakers, that you cannot expect or 
hope to find among the representatives of 
the Metropolitan Borough Councils men fit 
to be entrusted with the management of 
the water supply of London, but that if 
you turn to the London County Council 
you will find there a Committee of fifteen 
competent in every way to do the work. 
But let us know the secret of this 


marvellous effect of the elections to the } 


London County Council. What is it 
that turns a Londoner into something 
marvellous, who may be entrusted with 
everything the moment he is sent to 
Spring Gardens, but which leaves him a 
poor unworthy citizen, unfit to be en- 
trusted with municipal powers, when he 
is elected to a Metropolitan Borough 
Council ? 


Hon. Gentlemen opposite have been a 
little more careful in their references to 
precedents tonight. We heard a good 
deal the other night about the Metro- 
politan Board of Works. I am not afraid, 
if it is necessary, to discuss that here ; 
I am not afraid to discuss its history. 
Until tonight hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have been very free in their recollections 
of what the Metropolitan Board of Works 
did that was wrong, and they have been 
conveniently unmindful of the great 
works which the Metropolitan Board of 
Works did for the advantage of London. 
We had heard nothing until tonight 
of the share that body had in some 
of the greatest of London’s improvements. 
The Thames Embankment, Shaftesbury 
Avenue, the main drainage system of 
London, of which the hon. Member for 
Battersea spoke the other day with such 
high praise—all these are works well 
done by the Metropolitan Board of 
Works. But I admit the failure of the 


Mr, Walter Long. 
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Metropolitan Board of Works. Its 
history it is not necessary to go back 
upon. The hon Member for Battersea 
tonight frankly admitted that that was 
not the only indirectly elected body 
that London possessed which had done 
good work for the Metropolis. When the 
Government, basing their views generally 
on the Report of the Royal Commission, 
had to look for precedents and experience, 
to help them in creating a new body for 
this work, I confess I found none more 
worthy of the respect and confidence or 
better deserving to be copied than that 
of the Metropolitan Asylums Board. It 
is quite true that we do not have such 
debates as took place elsewhere. and are 
not constantly told that we possess 
every civic virtue; but it is known to 
all that the work they have to do is the 
most responsible that could be given to 
them, that the very life of the Metropolis 
is in their keeping; they have never 
shrunk from their work or their re- 
sponsibility, and all men speak well of 
the way in which they discharge their 
duties. Hon. Members are aware that 
it was necessary not long ago to place a 
number of children under the care of 
the Me'ropolitan Asylums Board, and 
nobody at that time raised the objection 
that the fact of their being indirectly 
elected made them unworthy of the 
confidence of the people of London. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I did not say 
that. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Then I with- 
draw that statement. At any rate, the 
hon. Member for Battersea said he 
thought that the members of this Board 
ought to be appointed in some other 
way. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Like the Thames 
Conservancy Board. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It has been 
said that we have not followed the 
recommendations contained in the Report 
of the Royal Commission. The Royal 
Commission recommended that this body 
should number not more than thirty 
members, and my noble friend Lord 
James, when he introduced a Bill in 
another place a few. years ago. also 
limited the new authority to-a similar 
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County Council could do. But then we 


that we propose that this new body! have not all reached to that state of 


should be so large and unwieldy in its | human perfection. 
size. I deny altogether that the body | 


proposed in the Bill is too large, even by 
one man, for the work it has to do. | 
may assure hon. 
although I can hardly expect them to 
believe it [‘‘Oh, oh” |—I hardly expect 
them to believe it, because | have been 
so repeatedly assured that the one thing 
that is not to be expected from this 
Government is any proceeding that is 
business-like—but I assure the House 
that the first step I took as the Minister 
responsible for the preparation of this 
Bill was to obtain the advice of the most 
experienced expert connected with the 
administration of water in London—an 
expert of experts, intimately acquainted 
with the whole area and knowing all 
the work that has to be done. I asked 
this expert to suggest to me what sort 
of body would have to be created, and 
the reply was—* A body that will haveeto 
appoint at least eight or nine separate 
committees, a body that will have to do 
the work now done by eight separate 
directorates numbering something like 
eighty or ninety gentlemen, and a body 
which will have to do work certainly as 
difficult and laborious as the work now 
done by the Metropolitan Asylums Board, 
which numbers, I think, seventy-three.” 
The present companies represent eight 
different districts with varying condi- 
tions. For some years, at least, it will 
be necessary for any body responsible for 
the administration of the water supply 
to have meetings in different parts of 
the metropolitan area with considerable 
regularity. I do not profess to be a busi- 
ness authority upon this question, and | 
have no doubt that I deserve the condemn- 
ation upon that head which has been so 
freely passed upon me by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, but if this new body is 
to provide men to sit upon eight or nine 
different committees to do such work as 


the provision of stores, and which has to | 


deal with all questions of rating charges 
and a variety of other matters, then I 
do not think it will be too large. 

The hon. Member for Battersea 
has referred to the London County 
Council. It is said that we are propos- 
ing seventy or eighty members to do 
what fifteen members of the London 


If this body is to 
do such work as must fall to it, then, 
looking tothe capacities of such ordinary 


_mortals as we can only expect to find 
Members opposite, | 


outside the region of Spring Gardens, the 
number sixty-seven proposed in the Bill 
will not be too large to man the Com- 


_mittees and do the weekly work and allow 


for suc absentees as must necessarily 
occur through ill-health and other causes. 
I do not believe that anybody who will 
look at the size of the Board from that 
point of view will arrive at any other 
conclusion than that which the Govern- 
ment have arrived at, namely, that it 
must be large enough to enable five or 
six separate Committees to be appointed 
so that the work of each district may be 
done without imposing upon the Board 
as a whole such incessant labours as 
would lead to constant resignations and 
inconvenience. 

I could quote precedents with regard 
to this question, and I know of no local 
body connected with the Metropolis 
which is not at least as large as the one 
which the Government propose. The 
School Board is composed of fifty-five 
members, dealing (or, I would say, who 
ought to be dealing) only with primary 
education ; and the Technical Education 
Committee, dealing with technical educa- 
tion, has thirty-five members—the two 
together making a body for metropolitan 
education a little bigger than the one 
the Government are now proposing for 
the purpose of dealing with the difficult 
question of the water supply of London. 

As to the criticisms of the method of 
purchase, I feel, after listening to the 
debates, that the Government must have 
struck that happy middle path which is 
the safe and fair one between two 
extremes; for, while I am told on the 
one hand by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
that I am giving over the ratepayers of 
London to eternal ruin and destruction 
_by the friendship we have evinced for 
the water companies, I, on the other 
hand, can never forget the pathetic tone 
| of the hon. Member for East Marylebone 
/as he described what he imagined to be 
| the unhappy and forlorn condition of the 
‘companies under this Bill. The hon. 
| Member for Chelsea has put the position in 
words which could not be more desirably 
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chosen by the Government when he said | thinking that that ought to be a 
that by the transfer no one will be one | sufficient guarantee that the water 
whit the better, and no one will be one| companies will have a_ reasonable 
whit the worse. In other words, common | opportunity for the statement of their 
justice will be done as between the com- cases. I can only repeat that, while we 
panies and the public. I am unable to| stand by the provisions as to purchase 
find any justification for the criticism | and arbitration, we have no intention 
of the language of the purchase clauses. | that the procedure on the arbitration 
The Government has adopted the view | clauses should be different from the 
of the Royal Commission that a special | procedure of the arbitration courts 
tribunal should be appomted. and no | appointed under the Lands Clauses Act. 
one has shown that there will be any | That is the principle. 

departure from the lines of the Lands | 

Clauses Act. As the Government were Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.); 
advised, and as was stated by the hon. and Cannot that be put in the Bill ? 

learned Member for Dumfries, the pro- 

visions of the Lands Clauses Act are not| Mr. WALTER LONG: [ have said that 
in themselves applicable to the kind of | we believe there is no necessity for the 


purchase under consideration ; all that 
is intended by the principle of the Lands 
Clauses Act is to provide a fair and just 
system of purchase by agreement, or, | 
failing that, by arbitration. There is no 
ground for the apprehension that an 
unfair agreement might be made by the 
new Board, as it will be composed of , 
representative members of public bodies. 
‘The object of the Government is that the 
policy of the Land Clauses Act shall be | 
incorporated in the Act, except as to the 
10 per cent. for compulsory purchase. 


I listened with surprise to the hon.. 
Member for the Tewkesbury Division of 
Gloucestershire when he suggested that 
the purchase should be made piecemeal. 
To ask this Water Board to take these 
companies over piecemeal one by one 
would impose upon them an almost | 


insertion of that. The words as they 
stand are absolutely clear and incapable 
of being misunderstood, but if the words 
do not convey what we intend, obviously 
we should be prepared so to amend them 
as to make them convey that intention. 
Ido not think there is anything more 
I need say now. I have already referred 
to the suggestion of the hon. Member 
for Chelsea with regard to the appoint- 
ment of chairman and vice-chairman and 
members of outside bodies. Those and 
other suggestions are matters to which 
the Government wil! be prepared to 
give friendly consideration in Committee. 


(7.47.) Mr. ABEL SMITH (Hertford- 
shire, Hertford): I think my hon. 
friends will allow me to say a few words 
in regard to this Bill It is one, as we 


impossible task, which they could not | all admit, of first rate importance, and 
find means to carry out. This must be | the proposals it contains have been very 
a part of the purchasescheme. My hon. ably argued on both sides from many 
friend has stated that this new Board | points of view. I must say that I do re- 
would be created without the means of gret that more has not been heard of the 
deciding as to the price, but I do not | wants and wishes of the outside districts 
think that there is any justification who buy water, which is so necessary to 





whatever for that statement. I imagine | 
that if they so desired this new authority 
could state within a few days or weeks 
what the price of their undertaking 
would be. But supposing that was not 
the case. If hon. Members think that 
the appointed day is too soon for the 
companies to have their case ready for 
arbitration, they must remember that 
the Government have taken power to 
postpone the ‘“‘appointed day.” That 
power will be justly, fairly, and reason- 
ably exercised, and I cannot help 


Mr. Walter Long. 





the welfare of the people. I wish to re- 
mind the House that thisa matter of the 
very firstimportance to the district which 
I represent. My constituents are very 
anxious indeed to see what their position 
would be under the provisions of this Bill. 
Now I think it must be admitted that our 
position in this matter is a very peculiar 
one. I will not attempt to describe it at 
any length, but I think it is known to 
many Members of the House that there 
is a great want of water felt throughout 
the district. Many ofthe deep wells had 
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to be deepened at very great expense. 
Narrow wells and springs have dried up 
in the upper portions of the Lea, and the | 
tributaries have ceased to flow. The_ 
people of these districts have not that 


supply of water which is so necessary for | 


their comfort and for the carrying on of 
their business. Iam not going to attempt 
to discuss what is called the question of 
depletion, but at the present time I hope 
the County of Hertford will have its 
rights and wants carefully considered by 
the Committee when considering the 
details of this Bill. I think I may say 
that I have not been influenced by the 
eloquent Members opposite, who say that 
the London County Council ought to 
have the management of this matter, but 
still I am very anxious, and my con- 
stituents are very anxious, as to how 
they will stand when the Bill becomes 
law, and I therefore urge my right hon. 
friend and the Government to give most 
careful consideration to the interests of 
the County of Hertford, which I have 
the honour to represent. 


*(7.50.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT (War- 
wickshire, Rugby) : Although I represent 
a county constituency, I have been 
resident in London all my life, and there- 
fore I hope the House will excuse me for 
a few moments if I intervene to answer 
some of the arguments brought forward 
in support of the Bill. I take the last 
speech first. The House will understand 
that that has been by far the most 
effective speech yet delivered in support 
of the Bill. The right hon. Gentleman 
in defending his measure said he was 
quite ignorant of any motive of attack 
on the London County Council. There 
is motive expressed in language and 
there is motiye expressed in action, 
and when you find the Government 
departing from the principles of muni- 
cipal government which have obtained 
in this country for thirty years past, 
and when you find them attempting 
methods of government such as are not 
suggested by any of the bodies to which 


they entrusted the consideration of this | 


question, surely you are justified in 
asking what inspired this action if it 
has not been some motive which is 
not apparent on the face of it. 
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did not express in its Bill the voice of 
the London people which had been 
accepted by this House. If the Lon- 
don County Council has made a mistake 
in dealing with this matter, it has been in 
attempting to follow from time to time 
the recommendations of the different 
Royal Commissions and Committees 
which have dealt with this matter instead 
of establishing a single principle for it- 
self, and insisting on that view. The 
right hon. Gentleman made a complaint 
in introducing the Bill of the changes in 
the London County Council’s policy, and 
said that the Council must be bound by 
its last declaration of policy. He said 
that it could not go back again to the 
first. The reason of that is that the 
London County Council has endeavoured 
to meet the expressions of opinion from 
different bodies which have dealt with 
this question, and in so doing it has to 
some extent changed the policy which 
was expressed in the earlier bill. The 
right hon. Gentleman said the London 
County Council was not elected on the 
‘water question. [An Hon. Memper: 
No.] Well, I apologise if I am wrong. 
He said, at any rate, that the London 
County Council did not represent London 
on the water question. The fact is that the 
water question has been part of the Pro- 
gressive programme since 1889, but that 
alone is not the point on which I rely. 
The London County Council as a whole 
has had a policy on the water question, 
'and the present policy of the London 
Council is endorsed alike by the Progres- 
sives and the Moderates. There are hon. 
Members on the Benches on the opposite 
side who are Moderates in the London 
Council, and I venture to predict that if 
we do hear their voices in the course of 
the debates on this Bill we shall find 
them critics of the Government and not 
supporters of it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s main point, |and that, I think, 
| upon which we join issue with him, is 
'that the Borough Councils in London are 
/in exactly the same position as the 
_Municipal Councils in the provinces. 
|The Borough Councils in London deal 
'with small administrative matters, 
| but with the great matters which 
‘are entrusted to the Municipal 
boroughs in the provinces they have 


The right hon. Gentleman complained | nothing whatever to do. These matters 
| are entrusted to the London County 


that the London County Council 
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Council. If you come to the questions | 
of main drainage, and the fire brigade, 

and all matters which are common to | 
London, you find that they are entrusted 

to the London County Council, and 

therefore that Council is the body which 

stands in the place of the Municipal 

Council in the provinces, and that is the 

body with which the parallel ought to 

be drawn. When the right hon. Gentle- 

man asks what was the remarkable 

difference between a man elected to a! 
Borough Council and to the London 

County Council, the answer is perfectly 

simple. If in 1889 it had been proposed 

to constitute a Water Board, it would 

have been perfectly fair to say that they 

were ignorant of the water question, and 

not fit to deal with it. No one supposes 

that because a man is a member of the 

London County Council he is fit to deal 

with it, but for the last twelve years the 

London County Council has been study- 

ing the water question. It has been 

fighting the water question, and it has 

men trained in that question. Therefore, 

the men elected to the London County 

Council have the benefit of that growth 

of experience which is not at the dis- 

posal of the Borough Councils or their 

officials. The right hon. Gentleman 

referred to the Metropolitan Board of 

Works, and showed a natural desire not 

to touch upon the later years of that 

body. Without referring to the matters 

connected with the iater history of the | 
Board of Works, let me ask him what | 
was the verdict of London on that Board | 
when the County Council was elected. | 
Of the men who had served on the| 
Metropolitan Board of Works a con-| 
siderable number presented themselves 

as candidates for the County Council, | 
and | think I am right in saying that'| 
with the exception of those who repre- | 
sented the city of London they did not 
find election. 


CoLoNEL HUGHES (Woolwich): There 


were more, 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I said with 
the exception of the city of London. I| 
think the hon. Gentleman represented 
the city of London. Out of that 
great body who formed the Metropolitan 
Board of Works, representing the whole 

Mr. Corrie Grant. 
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of London, the only members who ob- 
tained election to the County Council 
were the hon. Member who sits for 
Woolwich, and, I think, Mr. Clark, who 
sits on the Council for the city of London. 


CotoneL HUGHES: I could give you 
the names of half a dozen. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I am sorry if 
Iam wrong. I will take just one other 
point. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that these water companies have eight 
Boards, and that he had given a large 
number of representatives because eight 
Committees would be necessary to carry 
on the different classes of work to be 
done. The eight companies have eighty 
directors among them, giving an average 
of ten directors to each of the water 
companies. Therefore these ten directors 
are competent to carry on the work as 
it is now. li they are competent to do 
so, where will be the need of the jar 
greater number to carry it on in the 
new Board? It is all the same class of 
work, although it may differ in detail. | 
come now to the last point, and it is, 
perhaps, the most important. With 
regard to the financial aspect of the 
question, he said that he wanted this 
new Board to so deal with the present 
shareholders that nobody should be one 
whit the better or one whit the worse. 
That is a perfectly true position in 
regard to the finance, but I ask him to 
turn his own test to the Water Board. 
Will he say that the new Water Board 
will be better than the present adminis- 
tration? The whole of experience is 
against it. He is removing directors of 
long experience trained in the difficulties 
they have to meet and putting in their 
place a Board upon which, if he hassome 
water directors, so much the better, but 
of whom, because of the limitation of the 
election, we shall not be able to see more 
than one or two respresentatives. I 
think that justifies this House in asking 
that the Board he is going to substitute 
shall be a better administrative Board 
than the one he is going to remove. 
On that ground alone, I think the {pro- 
posals in the Bill are unsound. I think 
I have said enough to justify me in the 
vote I am about to give. 
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*(8.1.) Mr. HUDSON (Hertfordshire, 
Hitchin) rose to address the House 
amid loud and persistent cries of 
“ Divide,” which rendered the hon. 
Gentleman practically inaudible in the 
gallery. He was understood to say 


‘that in his part of the country there 


was very Considerable feeling in regard 

to this question of water supply. As a 

matter of fact, the Urban Districts of 

Ware and Cheshunt desired to be taken 

out of the limits of water supply of the 

new Water Board, as they had applied a 

few years ago to the New River Company 

for a supply of water, but were refused 

it, and they had to bring in a supply of , 
their own, at a cost of £35,000. 


(8.5.) Mr. BRYNMOR JONES 
(Swansea, District) also spoke amid loud 
eries of “ Divide.” He said that although 
there seemed to be a general wish to 
bring the debate to a close, he felt that 
the matter had not received adequate 
consideration. He spoke not only as a 
London ratepayer, but as a representa- 
tive of a constituency which might 
possibly be affected by the construction 
of this new water authority, and as one 
who felt that the matter was one of the 
greatest magnitude, and which affected 
the principles of local government, in 
which the whole country was interested. 
The arguments in favour of the Bill had 
not struck him as being sound. His 
point was, that the true principle in 
regard to this matter was that the water 
supply was a municipal function for a 
municipal service. He would remind 
the House that down to the seventeenth 
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century it was a good and sound 
principle of legislation and municipal 
action that the corporations of this 
country should control the water supply ; 
but in the troubles of that century that 
principle was departed from (Cries of 
“ Divide.”’) If any one would take the 
trouble to read the history of Private 
Bill legislation on this subject, he would 
find that in modern legislation Parlia- 
ment had only gone back to the older 
practice. For what reason was this new 
water authority to be created? He had 
very considerable authority on his side 
for asserting there was not the slightest 
reason for taking away this matter from 
the control of the London County 
Council. His authority was no less a 
person than the right hon. the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies. That right 
hon. Gentleman had had great experi- 
ence in regard to municipal affairs 
[Cries of ‘ Divide.””] He was sure that 
every one would admit that the right 
hon. Gentleman’s conduct of municipal 
affairs in Birmingham was of a most 
remarkably successful kind. What did 
the right hon. Gentleman say, speaking 
in this House? [Cries of ‘* Divide.”’] 


(8.7.) Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, ‘That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 223 ; Noes, 
145. (Division List No. 53.) 


AYES. 


Bigwood, James 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Bill, Charles 


Agg-Gardener, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G’r’ld W (Leeds) 
Banes, Major George Edward 


Bond, Edward 


Brassey, Albert 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Rousfield, William Robert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George | Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(D’rbyshire) | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cust, Henry John C. 


Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich’el Hicks | Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm.) | Davenport, William Bromley- 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 


VOL. CIV. [Fourtu Series. | 


| Chamberlain,J.Austen(Worc’r) | Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
' Chapman, Edward 


Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


I. 
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Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Dixon Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fiolay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzrvy, Hon. Edwd. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Michael (Lond.Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS (Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, Wilvuam Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hp.J. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edware 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wn. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Statfords. N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allen,Charles P. (Glouc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hon HerbertHenry 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 


| Causton, Richard Knight 
| Channing, Francis Allston 


{COMMONS} 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Mi nmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) ' 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson: Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, Davia (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W J H (Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott(Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, Williauw: (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.( Deptford 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHon AGraham(Bnte 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pa'mer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 


NOES. 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon, M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettfield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Kolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj..J.E. B. (Isle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith,H C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker ( Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Ha.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, Willlam Randall 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dillon, John 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Donelan, Captain A. 


| Doogan, P. C. 
| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
' Duncan, J. Hastings 
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Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Fenwick, Charles | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Ffrench, Peter } 
Field, William 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John | 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphili, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hudson, George Bicker-teth 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch, Sir John GeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


(8.21.) Question put 
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{ Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent) 
| Lundon, W. 


M’Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M’Crae, George 

M’Govern, T. 

M’Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 


| M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


| Morley, Rt.Hon.John( Montrose 
| Murnaghan, George 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 


accordingly, | 


The House divided :—Ayes, 226 ; 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarzhire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romfcrd) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton,J ohn Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtney T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York. E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Mr. Lough and Dr. Mace- 
namara. 


Noes, 


“That the words proposed to be left out 140. (Division List No. 54.) 


stand part of the Question. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banes, Major George Edward | 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles | 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 





| 


| 
AYES. 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 


Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 


Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 


| Fison, Frederick William 
| | Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks | Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) | 


| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster,Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W 


| Galloway, William Johnson 

| Gardner, Ernest 

| Garfit, William 

| Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 


Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin & Nairn 


Davenport, William Bromley- | Gordon, MajEvans-(‘T’rH’mlets 


Davies,Sir Horatio D. (Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


12 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
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Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marg.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Ciaude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Shetiield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kcnt) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E.) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolion, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner. Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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Macdona, John Cumming 


_ Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| Majendie, James A. H. 


Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(D’mfriess’ire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott( Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(W’Ithamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. - 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,Hon. M. W..(Stalybridge 
titchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


NOES. 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, ‘Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cull nan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Alfred Davies, (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 
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Rothschild, Hon. LionelWalter 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(IsleofWight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sraith, H C( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon, Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts. } 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gritlith, Eilis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.( Bristol, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Joes, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Kinloch,Sir John George Smyth 


Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John(M’ntrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


O'Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor 


O’Mara, James 


Power, Patrick 


Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 





Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time. (8.33.) 

(9.5.) Mr. WALTER LONG: There 
seems to be some little doubt in the minds 
of Gentlemen on both sides of the House 
as to the reasons which have led the 
Government to suggest that this Bill, 
under the somewhat peculiar procedure 
which governs a Bill which is both a 
private and a public Bill, should be sent 
to a Joint Committee. The procedure 
governing a Bill of this kind is peculiar. 
It has to be considered as a private Bill 
upstairs and as a public Bill downstairs. 
The interests concerned in this measure 
are not only large but numerous, and it 
is probable that the statement made on 
their behalf would take a considerable 
time before any Committee of the House 
of Commons or of the House of Lords. 
The two considerations which have been 
foremost in the mind of the Government 
in selecting a Joint Committee have been, 
firstly, economy of time, and secondly, 
economy of money. If this Bill were to 
be considered in the ordinary way as a 
private Bill by a Committee upstairs, 
then come back to be considered by a 
Committee of the Whole House, and pass 
through the report stage and Third 
Reading. and if it were then to go to the 
House of Lords and go through the same 
procedure there, it is obvious that very 
considerable time would be occupied. To 
those Members who, like some on the 
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O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
()’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid | Sullivan, Donal 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Thomas Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, 
Partington, Oswald 

Perks, Robert William 


Pirie, Duncan V. 


Price, Robert John 
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Spencer, Rt HnC.R. (Northants 
| Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 

Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 

Tomkinson, James 

Trevelan, Charles Philips 

P. J. | Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 

| Weir, James Galloway 

| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


(Mayo, N.) 


Joseph 


Redmond, John E.(Waterford) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Runciman, Walter 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
Soares, Ernest J 


| Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 


and Mr. M‘Arthur. 


° | 


opposite side, honestly dislike the Bill, 
that result is one which they would view 
probably with equanimity, but  un- 
doubtedly it would lead to the defeat of 
the Bill, for I do not think it will be 
possible for the measure to pass through 
the procedure I have mentioned within the 
compass of an ordinary session, It would 
be, at all events, a risky proceeding. But 
in addition to that there is the question 
of cost. A great deal has been said on 
the other side as to the ultimate effect on 
the ratepayers of the Bill, but it is per- 
fectly certain that if we are to have a 
bitterly conducted conflict before a Select 
Committee of this House and also before 
a Select Committee of the House of Lords, 
the costs must be practically doubled. 
The same fight would be fought over 
again after being decided here in the 
House of Lords, and consequently it 
became the duty of the Government to 
see whether there was not some other 
procedure of Parliament adequate for 
the purpose which would avoid both 
the risk of wasting time and the risk 
of undue expense, and to accomplish this 
the course we have selected is to have a 
Joint Committee. 


precedents “might be cited 
for the course suggested by the 
Government. In 1873 all railway and 
canal Bills containing powers of transfer 
and amalgamation were referred to a 
Joint Committee. In 1900 the same 
course was followed with the Dublin 


Many 
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Corporation Bill, which was an ex-{be some idea prevalent in the minds 
tremely contentious measure. That Bill| of hon. Gentlemen that the position of 
was referred by general approval to a| Chairman of the Committee should be 





Joint Committee of both Houses. There 
is also the procedure, now well estab- 
lished, under the Scottish Private Bill 
Procedure Act. Under that procedure, 
a Scottish Bill is referred to a Joint 
Committee, not of both Houses, but to 
a specially constituted tribunal, and there 
is only one hearing. There can, as far 
as I know, be only one argument ad- 


vanced against this proposal, and that | 


is that the decision of the Committee of 
the Commons may be reversed on appeal 


by the Lords. That is the view which | 


| filled by myself as being the Cabinet 
| Minister in charge of the Bill. So far 
|from making any claim of that kind, 
'I should strongly dissent from any 
suggestion that I should be Chairman of 
ithe Committee. I should, however, be 
| prepared to serve on it if selected by the 
| Committee of Selection, but I should 
| ask that somebody should be selected as 
Chairman, who would not be likely to be 
so partial as I should be towards the 
Bill. For these reasons I beg to move 
the Motion standing in my name. 


I understand is taken by my hon. friend | 


who represents the water companies, 
who thinks that the decision of the 
House of Commons might be adverse to 
the companies’ interest, and the decision 
of the House of Lords might be of the 
different kind, and therefore they ought 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient that the Bill be 
committed to a Joint Committee of 
Lords and Commons, and that a message 
be sent to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith.” —(M/r. Walter Long.) 


to have an opportunity of appealing | 


from one to the other. But in answer 
to this I would point out that while with 
an ordinary private Bill the only chance 
of appeal is from the Select Committee 
of the one House to that of the other, 
in this case there is an opportunity of 
revision of the decision of the Select 
Committee by the Committee of the 
Whole House in either Chamber. For 
my part, as a Minister specially connected 
with Private Bill legislation, this is the 
kind of procedure which I would not 
hesitate to recommend in regard to all 
Private Bill business. If we could con- 
solidate our Private Bill business by 


referring it to a Joint Committee of both | 


Houses we could save the enormous 
delay and cost of a double inquiry before 
both Houses, where we shouid only get 
the same evidence, the same counsel, 
and the same speeches, and differing only 
in the fact that in one case there are 
five commoners considering the matter, 
and in the other five peers. In this 
case the Government think full justice 


will be done by having a strong 
Joint Committee composed of five 
Members of the Upper House and 


five Members of the Lower House. 
A 4uestion has been put to me by the 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is the 


number absolutely restricted to five ? 


(9.15.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar): There is one 
remark which fell from the right hon. 
Gentleman with which I entirely concur, 
and it is that if we were considering the 
new procedure in reference to Private 
Bills I think there is a great deal of 
force in the contention that a large num- 
ber of the Bills which come before the 
Private Bills Committee, and then go 
through the same ordeal in the Upper 
House would be very much better dealt 
with in this way by a Joint Committee 
of both Houses. Obviously, in a very 
great number of cases, the point is really 
a small one, and the expense of going 
to two Committees is overwhelmingly 
large in regard to a very great number 
of these Bills. I think, however, that 
this is one of the cases in which this 
particular tribunal and the particular 
proposals of the right hon. Gentlemen are 
not adapted to the circumstances of the 
case. He said that some who opposed 
this might oppose it in order to destroy 
the Bill. 


hon. and gallant Member for Yarmouth, | 


in regard to the chairmanship of the | 


Committee. It did not occur to me 


at the time that probably there might 


Mr. Walter Long. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, no. If I 
did I did not intend to say anything of 
the kind. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: At all 


events I would say myself in regard 
to this matter that my wish is not 
to destroy the Bill. What we desire 
is publicity in regard to this matter, 
which is a most complicated one, in- 
volving very large interests. We desire 
that all the persons interested should be 
able to place their views at full length 
before a Committee of the House of 
Commons, and subsequently before a 
Committee of the House of Lords. 
Although I quite agree that there is a 
great deal of force in what the right 
hon. Gentleman said in regard to expense 
and time, it does seem to me in regard to 
this matter that it would be better for the 
public interest that the Bill should go 
before two distinct and separate tribunals. 
We shall have this advantage if it is sent 
to an ordinary Committee that evidence 
and counsel will be heard, and they will 
be able to bring their arguments to bear 
in regard to the Bill, and to point out 
where if possible certain parts of the 
measure ought to be amended or changed 
in some way or another. The House of 
Commons when it goes into Committee 
on the Bill would therefore be in a better 
position to deal with the details of the 
proposals. I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man has practically promised us that to a 
very large extent he will allow this Bill 
to be considered as an open question. 
We have had that promise from his 
subordinate in the matter of finance, and 
I did not understand that he took up a 
positive attitude in regard, for instance, 
to the question of the number and com- 
position of the authority. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I am sorry that 
there should be any misunderstanding on 
this matter. I thought I was perfectly clear 
in what I said. I am quite willing, and I 
do not think the Government would 
resist any proposal, that the Committee 
should consider in the freest possible 
manner the numbers of the governing 
body, the financial questions, or the 
special reference in either the arbitration 
clause or the purchase clause ; but to the 
main principles on which the Bill is 
founded obviously the Government must 
adhere, and if the Committee were to 
break through those the Government 
would drop the Bill. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I am sorry ‘will not hold water at all. 
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misrepresenting him. Although he main- 
tains the main principles of the Bill, he is 
not going to make it one of those inspired 
Bills in which no word can possibly be 
amended. His argument is that the Bill 
should first go through the Hybrid Com- 
mittee upstairs, that they should make 
alterations in the Bill, and that it should 
then come to this House. I hope, and | 
believe from what I know of the right 
hon. Gentleman, that he will not be deaf 


\to the arguments from the other side 


| this House. 


| heard. 


of the House. These are likely, I think, 
to lead to some Amendments in the Bill 
during its passage through Committee of 
It is obvious that the Bill 
would not go out in the same condition 
as it came to this House, and it would 
be a great advantage, therefore, if after 
passing through Committee of this House 
it should go again to a Committee of the 
House of Lords. They would be able to 
enter into the different points. The 
result would be that there would be two 
inquiries, and that process would throw 
more light on the matter. I make this 
appeal all the more strongly, inasmuch 
as we have had a debate on Thursday 
and this evening, and | think there is 
no doubt that on the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own side of the House there are a 
good many Members who desire to speak 
not exactly in favour of the proposals put 
forward. We hope, therefore, that these 
hon. Gentlemen will have an opportunity 
of being heard in Committee. I think 
we can perfectly well assume that there 
will be some alterations made when the 
Bill is going through Committee. This 
Bill has been placed before the House 
and the Metropolis as the Bill of the 
right hon. Gentleman. It has _ been 
placed before the different governing 
bodies without, as I ventured to say the 
other day, any official communication. 
We want to give every opportunity to 
the bodies concerned of being heard in 
regard to this matter, and _ especially 
that the County Council should be 
They have never in all these 
years, when this question has been dis- 
cussed, had a real proper opportunity 
of stating their case to a Committee 
of this House. If they are afforded 
this opportunity, I believe they will be 
able to show that many parts of the Bill 
The right 


the right hon. Gentleman thought I was | hon. Gentleman said one object of the 
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proposal was to save expense. 
already said, that is a good sound argu- 
ment in regard to Bills of « minor 
description, but I confess Ido not think 
it is one which ought to affect the 
question we have before us now. It is 
a matter so large and which affects so 
much the future water supply of London 
and the interests of consumers, rate- 
payers, and shareholders, that I do not 
think the question of a few hundred 
pounds more or less, which may be paid 
to counse!, should affect the question 
at all of the double tribunal. What we 
want is more light on the matter, and, 
therefore, two inquiries are likely to be 
better than one. Assuming that this 
Bill goes before a Joint Committee, 
counsel, of course, will appear. It was 
stated to me, but I do not credit it, 
that evidence will not be allowed on 
behalf of the different bodies interested ; 
for instance, on behalf of the London 
County Council, and that the Com- 
mittee will merely hear the addresses of 
counsel. It is very important that those 
who oppose the Bill in regard to certain 
parts, und more especially the London 
County Council and the outside author- 
ities, should have the fullest opportunity 
of stating their case, not only through 
counsel, but that they should be able to 
give evidence themselves. I want to ask, 
with respect to the terms of reference, 
whether the arguments of counsel on 
behalf of those interested will be fully 
allowed. 1 hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will consider this matter from the 
point of view I have put before him. 
So far as [ can see the arguments are in 
favour of the double inquiry rather than 
the Joint Committee which he js pro- 
posing. 


(9.24.) Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, 
E.): My right hon. friend has alludedto me 
as representing the water companies. In 
regard tothe question of this Committee, 
I should like to say that I do strongly 
urge that my right hon. friend should 
reconsider his decision. In the first place, 
I must say at once that I entirely dis- 
sociate myself from the idea that because 
I object to a Joint Committee and prefer 
an ordinary Committee I do it with any 
desire to wreck the Bill. It is far from 
my intention, especially in view of the 
concessions which have been made this 

Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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evening by my right hon. friend. [An 
Hon. Member: What concessions ?] 
Well, the explanations. 1 think the 
proposal is unconstitutional. This is 
described as a private Bill. but it is a 
public Bill. It has been brought in as 
a public Bill. I believe that all precedents 
quoted by my right hon. friend were in 
connection with private Bills which have 
been brought into this House. I cannot 
speak with any authority, and | may be 
corrected, but I think I am right in 
saying that no public Bill of such im- 
portance, no public Bill at all events of 
a highly contentious nature, which has 
been brought into this House. has ever 
before been referred to a Joint Committee 
of both Houses after the Second Reading 
only in this Chamber. It is practically 
pledging the other House to a Bill which 
has never been before them. One may 
say that the House of Lords has practi- 
cally no legal cognisance of the Bill which 
some of the Members of that House would 
have to revise in Committee. On that 
ground | think it is unconstitutional. 
My right hon. friend said that I stated 
in the speech 1 made on the Second 
Reading of the Bill on Thursday last 
that I apprehended that the companies 
might be prejudiced by their not having 
the right of appeal which all persons who 
are expropriated have to the second 
Chamber. I think that is extremely 
important. There area vast number and 
variety of matters of detail which will be 
brought before the Committee by counsel 
and attested by witness, and it is advisable, 
at all events it has been considered advis- 
able hitherto, that where errors are made 
by a Committee of this House corrections 
should be made by the House of Lords. 
I think this proposal is denying to those 
persons whose property has been taken, 
what I may call their right of appeal to 
the Second Chamber. It is a matter of 
supreme importance, and although I 
should have, of course, great confidence 
in such a Committee as my right hon. 
friend describes, I cannot help feeling 
that the ordinary custom and the estab- 
lished usage of this House should not be 
departed from, and that a Bill of such 
enormous magnitude, involving interests 
which are an unknown quantity, should 
be dealt with in the same way as other 
Bills. This Bill should go before a Com- 
mittee, first, of this House, and, secondly, 
a Committee of the Upper House. I do 
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not care, personally, whether it is an 
ordinary Committee of four of this House 
such as Bills have to go before, or a 
strong Committee, selected by the Cem- 
mittee of Selection, of seven or nine 
Members, but I hope the ordinary custom 
will not be departed from, and that this 
Bill will be decided as other Bills have 
been. 


*(9.30.) Mr. LOUGH said that looking 
at this question from an entirely different 
point of view, he arrived at the same 
conclusion as the hon. Gentleman who 
had just spoken. He heartily appreciated 
the candour with which the right hon. 
Gentleman stuck to the Bill; he had not 
even tried to admit that he had made 
any concession. The Government in- 
tended to get through this Bill, if possible, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had 
told the House that that was the reason 
he had made the proposal for a Joint 
Committee. That candid statement ought 
to make the House pause before adopting 
a suggestion which had been supported 
by very weak arguments. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that he was going to 
give the House precedents for the course 
he was adopting, but the case of 1873 was 
not an exact precedent at all. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman got over the next 
thirty years with a bound, and mentioned 
the case of the Scottish Private Pro- 
cedure Bill. But, again, that was no 
precedent fur this extraordinary proposal. 
Then the next point the right hon. 
Gentleman brought forward was that the 
question of cost was in the way. There 
never was a case in which the question of 
cost was of less importance than on the 
present occasion. The transaction in- 
volved in this Bill would cause the expen- 
diture of £35,000,000 or £40,000,000 
sterling, and in a huge transaction like 
that, what did it matter whether there were 
two inquiries or one? He was entirely 
with the hon. Gentleman who said that 
this was not a case in which to depart 
from the usual practice. In connection 
with private Bill procedure he was not one 
to say anything against the House of 
Lords. [An Hon. MemBer: “ Why 
not ?”] He was as ready to do justice 
to the House of Lords as anyone else. 
When the Conservatives were in power 
their behaviour was correct ; it was only 
when the Liberals were in power that the 


action of the House of Lords could be_ 
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| questioned. He would mention a pre- 
cedent relating to this question touching 


|London, in which huge _ financial 
interests were inyolved. A Bill was 
brought by a great Gas Company. 


They made the same protests, but they 
were of no use, and the Bill romped 
through this House, but in the House 
of Lords the Bill was defeated. 
Then what happened? The same Bill 
was brought into this House in the 
next session, but the same hon. Gentle- 
man who had supported it in the 
previous session now opposed it, and 
the Bill was defeated, and they had never 
heard of it again. That was a most 
remarkable instance. This Bill bristled 
with great constitutional points, and they 
had a right to claim that the usual course 
of Parliamentary procedure should not be 
abridged, or departed from. He was pay- 
ing a compliment to the House of Lords 
and defending it from hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He wanted a House of Com- 
mons Committee, and he wanted a 
House of Lords Committee as well. The 
House of Lords would not be in- 
fluenced by the emotions which swept 
over this House after the last general 
election, but would look at the matter 
from a high constitutional point of 
view. There was another point. Few 
amongst the people of London understood 
this Bill yet. He had been astonished 
to find that members of the Borough 
Councils had not given this Bill any 
attention, because they did not under- 


stand it. If the procedure were 
shortened, they would only _ have 
half a chance of understanding the 


nature of the proposals that were being 
thrust upon them. He urged, therefore, 
that they should proceed in the usual 
way, and send the Bill to a Committee 
of this House, where it could be 
thoroughly discussed, and then send it 
to a Committee of the House of 
Lords. The only serious argument of 
the right hon. Gentleman against 
this proposal was, that there might 
not be time. But he would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that this 
was only the 3rd of March, and 
there was no reason why it should not 
be through this House on the 3rd of 
May, and then there would be three 
months for its consideration by the House 
of Lords. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: Does the hon. | stairs. Now, he had had the advantage 
Gentleman really believe that this Bill | of being a member of the London County 


will be through a Select Committee 
upstairs, and afterwards through the 
Report stage by the 3rdof May? I only 
ask for information. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Oh, yes, if we are 
hustled along at this rate. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is not in order in dis- 
cussing the action of the House. 


*Mr. LOUGH: I beg pardon; I did 
not mean to reflect on the action of 
the House. If the right hon. Gentleman 
devoted himself to the subsequent stages 
of the Bill in the same hearty fashion 
as hitherto, he did not see how it would 
not be through in two months. He 
heartily supported the Motion that the 
usual course should be pursued, and 
that the Bill should be sent to the Select 
Committee upstairs. 


(9.40.) Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) 
said they all accepted the declaration 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite that they 
did not desire to wreck the Bill; but 
evervbody must see that their resistance 
to that procedure which alone could 
secure the passing of the Bill and their 
insistence on the unique procedure of 
two Select Committees, must be attended, 
if not with fatal results, at least by 
detracting from the value of the Bill. 
His hon. triend was unfortunate in refer- 
ring to the history of the Gas Bill which 
had passed through this House and had 
been rejected by the House of Lords. 
Like the hon. Member, he had been a 
member of that Committee, but the 
House of Commons had not the Report 
and recommendations of the Committee 
before them when the Bill was sent up 
to the House of Lords, which had the 
advantage of having the Committee’s 
report and recommendations before them, 
and they naturally adopted the course 
which, he believed, the House of 
Commons would have adopted if they 
had been in possession of all the docu- 
ments. The precedent, therefore, had 
no value or validity at all. The hon. 
Member for Poplar asked that the 


evidence of the London County Council | 
should be heard in the Committee up- | 


Council for twelve years, and had never 
said a disrespectful word against that 
body or depreciated its work in any way; 
and although he had ceased since March 
last to be a member, he had been favoured 
with a great deal of printed matter pre- 
pared by the London County Council 
and its members on this Bill, and he did 
not think that his hon. friend opposite 
would contradict him when he said that 
the evidence and opinions of the London 
County Council had been brought more 
than once ipsissimae verhae before hon. 
Members. He was therefore quite con- 
vinced that the London County Council, 
even without a locus standi before the 
Joint Committee, need not fear that their 
views and opinions would be concealed. 
It was not possible to conceal them. 
Anybody who knew, as he did, the hand- 
writing had very easily recognised these 
opinions in the speeches they had just 
had the advantage of listening to. He 
was not saying that by way of reflection 
on the London County Council or on 
his hon. friends who availed themselves 
of the information which had been fur- 
nished to them. He did not think 
there would be any difficulty in anybody 
being heard or in making their arguments 
felt in the Joint Committee proposed to be 
constituted. His hon. friend wanted the 
Bill to be submitted to the House of Lords 
in consequence of alterations which might 
be made in this House. But was it not 
the fact that after the Bill had passed 
this House and had gone through Com- 
mittee, ii would have to go through the 
same procedure in the House of Lords, 
and would be subject to the same critical 
examination as it had gone through here ? 
When his hon. friend avowed that his 
desire was to alter the Bill and not to 
wreck it, he could not see why he should 
resist the adoption of the procedure which 
alone could ensure its passage through 
Parliament this session. Criticisms on 
points of detail should be reserved to 
Committee stage. He would not now refer 
to them, because that would be out of 
order, but he would say that, as there was. 
this principle set up in the Bill, Members 
should apply themselves like business men 
in a businesslike way without Party 
spirit and try and make this Bill an 
equitable settlement of this long vexed 
question. 
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(9.47.) Mr. JOHN BURNS : I must say 
there is something in the proposal of the 
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Government to send this Bill to a Joint | 
Committee, when one considers the de- | 


sirability of passing the Bill in any altered 
fom. As the right hon. Gentleman 
suggests, it is an economy of time and an 
economy of money to allow the views on 
this Bill to be expressed before one 


Committee. But I would suggest to the 
President of the Local Government | 


Board that probably he might modify 
the views he expressed to the House. 
If he increased the number of Members 
from the House of Commons and the 
House of Lords on that Committee from 
five to seven, I think that would meet 
with acceptance where otherwise it might 
be opposed. I can only say that if he 
will do that I think it will give satis- 
faction to all sides of the House. There 
is another thing I wish to ask, and that is, 
whether all the authorities who have 
given notice as having some right to 
come before the Joint Committee, will 
have the power, and I hope they will, to 
give evidence and state their case before 
this peculiar tribunal. We have not had 
it definitely stated. Of course I know 


the London County Council wants a lot of | 


keeping out when it takes up a question. 
It is built that way. It generally tries 
to get the views of the ratepayers ex- 
pressed, whether it has a locus or not. I 
do not object, and I do not think the 
Government ought to object, to anybody 
giving their views on this matter. Am I 
to understand from the right hon. Gentle- 
man representing the Local Government 
Board that the procedure is that the 
Bill will go to this Joint Committee, 
and then to a Committee of each House, 
and that then there will be a Report 
stage, and then the Third Reading, and 
do I gather that the various authorities 
would have a right to be fully heard ? 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant | 


Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) : That 
will be a matter for the Committee. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: If that beso, that 
considerably reduces my opposition to 
the Government proposal; but 
Government must not forget that there 


the | 


are very few precedents for this novel | 


and exceptional course. You are taking 


a Bill, to some extent a Private Bill, but | 
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in the main a Public Bill, and sending it 
to a Joint Committee. There are some 
kinds of things which the House of 
Lords is competent to deal with, and 
with regard to which it is a fair tri- 
bunal, but if we are to have this 
proposal used as a precedent for other 
matters, it is a course we shall have 
seriously to consider, because whether 
the Government likes it or not, when 
you have a Joint Committee of five 
Members from this House and five 
from the House of Lords, you start 
with a permanent makeweight of Tory- 
ism and vested interest in property. 
That cannot be denied. The House of 
Lords is not susceptible to the same 
influences as the House of Commons, 
and, when youare setting up a Joint Com- 
mittee to inquire into matters proposed 
in Private Bills, that raises, more or less, 
political issues. You are giving that 
Committee a permanent makeweight 
of vested interests in property which 
attaches more peculiarly to the House 
of Lords than to the House of Commons. 
But I trust that the criticisms that 
have been directed from this side of 
the House against this novel and 
exceptional proposal will enable the 
Government to see their way to in- 
crease the size of the Committee and 
make it more satistactory. There is one 
thing morethan anything else that makes 
me more satisfied with the proposals, 
of the Government than I otherwise 
should be, and that is that the water 
directors in this House look on these 
proposals as dangerous to their interests. 
That draws me towards these proposals, 
and when I find they are opposed by the 
water directors I support them. Speaking 
generally, whatever the Water Companies 
are in favour of I am against. And, as 
the Government in their proposals appear 
to be against the companies, I earnestly 
support them. 


(9.52.) Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, 
N.) said time, of course, was of paramount 
importance in regard to this Bill. It would 


bea public misfortune if now this question 


was raised it should not be settled, but at 
the same time, if it was necessary in the 
interest of fairness and justice that it 


should go through two Committees, the 


matter of time might perhaps be allowed 
to fall in the background. When, how- 
ever, it was considered that this Bill 
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would have to go through all the stages 
of a public Bill, and a Joint Committee 
as an additional stage super-imposed on 
the others, there was no doubt the question 
would be thoroughly settled. A Joint Com- 
mittee was appointed not for discussion, 
but for taking evidence and doing that 
which it was inconvenient for the House 
itself to do in a Committee of the Whole 
House, but if the evidence had been taken 
once why was it necessary to take it again ? 
It had already been given once and could 
be cited in this House. He was, however, 
of opinion that if it were of paramount 
importance that the Bill should be passed 
this session, and dealt with finally, it was 
desirable that the course proposed by the 
Government should be adopted. 


Mr. SIDNEY BUXTON: Will the 
hon. Gentleman say whether evidence can 
be given before the Joint Committee ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : Evidence 
can certainly be given before the Joint 
Committee. 


(9.55.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said 
he took part in the debate not so much 
from his knowing anything of the 
water supply of London, except that 
it was common knowledge it had 
the worst water supply in the whole 
world ; he simply rose for the purpose 
of protesting against the practice ot re- 
ferring Public Bills to a Joint Committee 
of the two Houses. The reasons for re- 
ferring Private Bills to a Joint Com- 
mittee were much stronger than those 
brought forward in public measures. In 
a Private Bill there was the grave con- 
sideration of expense. That was the 
reason why the great Irish Railway 
Amalgamation was referred to a Joint 
Committee. He thought it would bea 
great misfortune if a procedure were to 
be set up which, no matter what the 
composition of the House might be in 
future, in regard to private Bills would 
permanently set up a majority of the 
Tory Party by means of these Joint 
Committees. He could not imagine what 
could be said in favour of referring pub- 
lic Bills to such atribunal. He had always 


understood until now that there was no | 


precedent, but he believed the President of 
the Local Government Board had quoted 
one. He never recollected in his experi- 
ence a public Bill being referred to a Joint 


Mr. Bousfield. 
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Committee, and he thought it was par- 
ticularly unfortunate that the present 
Bill should be referred to such a body, 
| He should not have dreamed of interven. 
ing in the discussion except for the fact 
that a precedent was being setup. This 
was one of those occasions that marked 
the epoch of a new departure in pro- 
ceedure, and the same argument would 
be used in the case of every other great 
Bill connected with vested interests. He 
was not familiar with the proceedings of 
Joint Committees, but he understood it 
was almost precisely that of a Select 
Committee. They couid alter a Bill or 
they could make recommendations to 
the House, and then when the Bill came 
down from that Committee, with the 
weight of the opinion of the Committee 
behind it, it was idle to say that the 
House could come to an opinion upon it 
with the same freedom as if the Com- 
mittee had not sat. Therefore a Joint 
Committee had great power, which not 
only affected its own procedure on a 
Bill, but had the power of affecting the 
decision of a Committee of the Whole 
House. He thought, therefore, that it 
was a most retrograde step to establish, as 
a principle of the practice of the House, 
that Committees considering Bills of this 
great nature were to have a permanent 
majority of Conservatives in their ranks. 
On that ground he opposed the proposal 
of the Government, and as an Amend- 
ment proposed to move that the Bill 
be referred to a Select Committee. 


(10.1.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark- 
shire, Mid.) seconded the Amendment. 
He said he should not have intervened but 
for the fact that this made a new 
departure. Reference had been made to 
Scotch procedure, but if the hon. Gentle- 
man had looked at the Scottish Act 
Bill he would have seen that its title 


was “ Private Bill Procedure Act,” 
and that it was in regard to Private 
Bill legislation alone. The origin 


of that was that having regard to the 
local inquiry having been held in 
Scotland, it was felt that when the Bill 
came up here a Joint Committee was fall 
that was needed. That was not the case 
'of a public Bill at all. The argument 
had been used of the saving of time and 
| expense, because the same witnesses and 
| counsel were employed and the Bill then 
| went through two Committees, but that 
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did not apply to all Private Bills. That 
argument, if it were an argument at all, 
would only be an argument for altering 
Private Bill legislation. That might be 
avery good thing, because the object of 
the procedure of the House lately was 
to cut down the opportunity of dis- 
cussing Bills in this House. The other 
precedent referred to was that of 
the Irish Railway Amalgamation Bill 
and the Dublin Corporation Bill, both 
of which were private Bills, and 
in the case of the latter, there was 
good reason for having it heard by a 
Joint Committee, because it had been dis- 
cussed for twenty or thirty days in the 
previous session by a Committee of the 
House, which had passed it, and a Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords, which had 
thrown it out, and it was thought better, 
instead of doing it all over again, to have 
a Joint Committee, and eventually a com- 
promise was effected, and the Bill passed 
through the House. The Puouse was in 
this position ; there was no precedent for 
sending a great Bill like this to a Joint 
Committee at this stage. The constitu- 
tional position was that the House should 
give its unbiased verdict through its 
own Committee and come to its own judg- 
ment, and that the House of Lords should 
begin anew and go through all the stages 
of the Bill and have the whole matter 
tested again. If it had been through the 
ordeal of both Houses, there would be 
some ground for believing the legislation 
had been well considered. That was the 
principle on which our constitutional pro- 
cedure was based. Now it was desired 
to introduce a new element, and the only 
argument for doing away with the con- 
stitutional practice was that it would save 
time and money. There were a great many 
Rules of the House to ensure protection 
against Bills going through Parliament 
without being thoroughly sifted. There 
had been no case made out to remit this 
matter toa Joint Committee, and he could 
not see any sense in the suggestion in the 
hon. Member for Battersea’s suggestion to 
increase the number to seven. The only 
result would be to have two Members of 
the House of Lords— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question of the number of the Committee 
does not arise on this Motion. That 
point will have to be the subject matter 
of a subsequent Motion. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said he accepted 
the ruling of the Chair. The effect 
of having a Joint Committee would be 
that the Committee would be chosen in 
such a way that a portion of the Com- 
raittee must represent the greater number 
on the Conservative side of the House. If 
they remitted the Bill to a Committee 
presented as nearly as might be the Parties 
which was a reflex of this House and re- 
and interests in this House, that was one 
thing, but if they introduced another and 
distinct element it was quite another. 
The great magnitude and importance 
of this Bill was a reason why it should not 
go to a Joint Committee. This matter 
had been going on for ten years, and 
supposing it were not settled in this 
particular year, progress could be 
reported in such a way that a_ better 
settlement could be taken next time. 
It was not in its first year that a good 
Bill was obtained ; on the contrary, if a 
discussion was taken upon it, and the 
Bill came forward in the following year, 
it was generally found to be improved, 
and many obnoxious clauses had been 
removed, That was the object of debate. 
He begged to second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed, “To leave out 
from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the 
Question, in order to add the words 
‘the Bill be committed to a Select 
Committee.’ ”°—(JJ/r. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


(10.14.) Mr. WALTER LONG: I hope 
the House willnot accepttheAmendment of 
hon. Member for East Mayo, and certainly 
not be guided by the argument addressed 
to it by the hon. Member for Mid. Lanark. 
While I anticipated many strange results 
from this Water Bill, I hardly expected to 
hear hon. Gentlemen opposite descanting 
with great eloquence on the merits of the 
House of Lords. [ cannot regret that 
my proposal to refer the Bill has evoked 
declarations from the other side, of which 
the Conservative party will take note for 
future use. The hon. Member opposite 
said there was no precedent in the case 
of the Scottish Private Bill Procedure Act, 
because in that case the Joint Committee 
procedure was confined to a private Bill. 
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But this is a private Bill, save and except 
that it is brought in by the Government. 
This Bill deals with private property, but 
it is introduced by the Government. It 
is therefore subject to Private Bill pro- 
eedure and to Public Bill procedure. 
What is the suggestion of the hon. Gen- 
tleman opposite? We are told that the 
matter of expense is nothing. We heard 
a great deal about expense in the debate 
before dinner; hon. Members were then 
very full of the cost to the ratepayers, 
but now it is a mere matter of a few 
hundreds more or less. Hon. Gentlemen 
ignore the fact that there are a great 
many local authorities and, it may be, 
private individuals affected by this Bill, 
whose case will have to be heard, and 
who will have to pay their own costs. 
Hon. Members opposite are very anxious 
that they should pay twice over by 
having two hearings. [‘*No.”] Cer- 
tainly they are. If they do not wish 
that, they have no right to press their 
arguments one inch further. If they do 
not mean that, their arguments are dis- 
honest arguments. ‘The only way in 
which the double expense, caused by the 
double hearing, can be avoided, is by 
accepting the proposal of the Govern- 
ment. The suggestion that this course 
is unconstitutional is ridiculous in these 
days. Why should it be unconstitu- 
tional to ask a Joint Committee to hear 
this question in order that the evidence 
of .and the counsel representing the 
various parties concerned should be 
heard before one tribunal? The case has 
to be heard in both Houses whatever 
happens; the Bill will have to go 
through Committee, Report stage, and 
Third Reading stage, in both Houses, 
but as it is a Bill affecting the rights of 
private owners, those private owners 
have the constitutional right and _ privi- 
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lege of presenting their case before a 


Committee of Parliament through counsel | E ‘ : 
partisan views, but which 


and supported by evidence. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Without discharg- 
ing what, in regard to Private Bills, is 
their duty—that of lodging a petition ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly 
not. There must be proper notice, 
and petitions will have to be pre- 
sented in the ordinary way. The or- 
dinary procedure will be followed. 


Mr. Walter Long. 


Water Bill. 284 


« 


The only difference the Government 
suggest is, that in this case, instead of evi- 
dence being given twice, instead of counsel 
having to present their case twice, instead 
of the expenditure of time and money 
having to be incurred twice over, one 
hearing by a Committee composed of 
Members of the two Houses should serve 
instead of two hearings, one by a 
Committee of each House. This House 
will hear the case in Committee after. 
wards, and the other House will do the 
same when the Bill has passed through 
this House. All that we suggest is that 
instead of a Committee of this House 
hearing the evidence first, and this House 
then dealing with the Bill, and then a 
Committee of the House of Lords hearing 
the evidence, a Joint Committee should 
hear the evidence of the iadividuals and 
corporations concerned, by which meang 
both time and money will be saved. The 
hon. Member for West Islington said 
I had made a frank avowal, that I had 
admitted that if this policy were not 
adopted the Bill could not be carried, 
Ido not think I made any admission of 
the kind. But I told the House, as I 
felt bound to do, that if the Bill had to 
go before a Select Committee of this 
House and also a Select Committee of 
the House of Lords, and all the subse- 
quent procedure, its passage would be 
seriously imperilled. Nobody who is 
honestly desirous of seeing the Bill pass 
into law can possibly object to the pro- 


posal the Government has made. The 
argument that the strength of the 


Opposition will be weakened on such a 
tribunal will not hold water for a 
moment. The position of the Opposition, 
whether in the House of Lords or in the 
House of Commons, upon a Joint Com- 
mittee is the same. The selection wiil be 
made in the usual way, and I think hon, 
Gentlemen will agree that a Joint Com- 
mittee as a rule is an impartial tribunal, 
not governed in anv way by party or 
hears the 


}evidence and decides upon the issue. 
| That is all we ask—that a tribunal should 





be appointed to hear the evidence, to hear 
counsel, and to decide upon the issue, and 
thus settle in one hearing a case which 
otherwise would have to be heard twice. 
I hope the House, in the interests of 
economy, in the interests of the rate- 
payers, and in the interests of the dis- 
charge of business, will reject the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for East Mayo. 





tw 


QR sc oP Owe oe Oo Rr eS oS 


284 


ment 
f evi- 
unsel 
stead 
oney 
one 
dof 
serve 
Vv a 
louse 
ufter- 
0 the 
ough 
that 
louse 
louse 
en a 
uring 
ould 
; and 
1eang 
The 
said 
had 
not 
ried, 
on. of 
as I 
id to 
this 
e of 
tbse- 
1 be 
> 2 
pass 
pro- 
The 
the 
ch a 
ra 
tion, 
1 the 
‘om- 
il be 
hon, 
Yom- 
inal, 
y or 
the 
ssue. 
ould 
hear 
and 
hich 
vice. 
s of 
rate- 
dis- 
end- 
ayo. 





985 London 


(10.23.) Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I 
have listened with some surprise to the 
arguments of the right hon. Gentleman. 
Either this is a Public Bill or it is a 
Private Bill. Anyone who has studied 
our Parliamentary procedure at_ alli, 
knows that there is a vital difference 
between the two classes of measures. 
The right hon. Gentleman says this is a 
Private Bill. If he says that, and that 
alone, I venture to contradict him. Thisis 
a public Bill, and not only a public Bill, 
but a Government Bill. What I cannot 
understand is why, being a Public Bill 
brought in by the Government, it 
should not go through this House, if the 
Government can get it through, in the 
ordinary way. Why is it not allowed to 
go to a Committee of this House, or to 
the Standing Committee on Law, or to 
the Standing Committee on Trade, or to 
whatever other Committee of this House 
the Government might suggest? I have 
not heard a single argument in favour 
of treating this Bill ina manner different 
from that of any other measure under 
the auspices of the Government. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is nothing 
whatever to do with the Government ; 
it is under the Rules which govern the 
procedure of the House of Commons. 
We have no power to deal with the 
Bill otherwise; we have no power to 
send the Bill toa Grand Committee. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: That is so, 
but it is still a Public Bill, and I have 
heard no reason whatsoever for depriving 
this House, through this method of pro- 
cedure, of having a detailed consideration 
of each clause in the measure. 


Mr. GRANT:LAWSON: You will 
have that. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I beg your | 


pardon. It is proposed to send the Bill 
to a Joint Committee first of all. Why 
should not the Bill proceed in the 
ordinary course ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Nothing would 
give me greater pleasure than to deal with 
the Bill either in a Committee of the House 
of Commons or in aStanding Committee 
upstairs, but unfortunately the Standing 
Orders of the House necessitate that a 
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Bill of this kind should go, first of all, to 
a Committee upstairs, Select, Joint, or 
Hybrid, and, after that, come back to a 
Committee of the Whole House. That is 
not the action of the Government, it is 
procedure of the House of Commons. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I should 
like the right hon. Gentleman to show 
me the Standing Order containins the 
proposition he has just advanced. It 
may be so, but I do not think there is 
any Standing Order which, if a Bill is 
brought in, not under the procedure 
relating to private Bill legislation, but 
under the ordinary procedure relating to 
public Bill legislation, can possibly affect 
our right to deal with this matter in the 
ordinary way. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The procedure 
is governed by the practice of the House 
of Commons, and the Rule is No. 226. 
Under that Rule, Private Bills, which are 
private in this respect, that they deal with 
private property, though they are intro- 
duced by the Government, and are there- 
fore really Public Bills, are dealt with by 
reference, first of all, to a Select Committee, 
in order that the persons affected may 
have their case presented by evidenceand 
through counsel. Subsequently, such 
Bills have to go through \Committee of 
the Whole House. If the hon: and learned 
Gentleman can show that we are wrong, 
and that we can dispense with a Com- 
mittee of any kind, I should be delighted 
to withdraw my Motion and deal with 
this Bill in the ordinary way. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I think the 
Rule or Standing Order No. 226 comes 
in thesecond part of the Standing Orders 
—those relating to private Bill legisla- 
tion ; and if the right hon. Gentleman 
looks he will find— 

[A copy of the Standing Orders was 
handed to the hon. Member. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It will save time 
| perhaps, if I say that there can be no 
doubt about the matter. When the 
|Government bring in a Bill which pro- 
|poses compulsorily to take private 
property, it brings it in as a Public 
Bill, but by the general practice of this 
House—practice of long standing—that 
| Bill must go before a Select Committee, 
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or some other Committee such as is now 
proposed, in order that those private 
interests may be dealt with. Private 
interests there have the same opportunity 
of being heard as in the case of a Private 
Bill. After having been disposed of by 
that Committee, the Bill must come back 
to Committee of the Whole House just as 
if it had never gone to a Select Com- 
mittee, and the procedure after that is 
the same as in regard to any other public 


Bill. 
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Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I do not 
contest your ruling, Sir, for a single 
moment. My argument is this: why 
have not the Government allowed this 
Bill to go before a Select Committee of 
this House? That is the ordinary way 
in which matters of this kind are 
dealt with. Why is this so exceptional ! 
What case have the Government made out 
for differential treatment in regard to this 
Bill ? I will not longer occupy the time of 
the House; I have made my point. I 
have not heard a single word to justify 
this proposal. It is, however, a good 
argument for altering the whole of our 
procedure with regard to Private Bills, so 
that it should not be necessary to go to 
the expense of conducting cases before two 
Committees. But what I want to know 
is why this Bill of all others, one of the 
most important and affecting the greatest 
interests, is to be treated exceptionally 
by the Government ? It is because it is a 
Government Bill, and one which they want 
to take every step possible to pass into 
law. 


*(10.31.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) : 
Although this Bill no doubt embraces 
those elements, which according to the 
practice of the House of Commons, require 
that it should be dealt with by means of 
a Select Committee for the protection of 
the piivate interests affected, it is yet 
properly a Public and a Government Bill. 
Why is it properly a Public and Govern- 
ment Bill ? Because it is of such magni- 
tude, concerning, as it does, the affairs of 
London the larger, concerning interests so 
enormous, so complex, and so varied, that, 
as is stated in the Text-book to which we 
refer on these matters, that it is a measure 
of great public policy rather than one of 
private interests. Private interests are in- 
volved and they have to be considered and 
guarded. And, indeed, the magnitude of 


Mr. Speaker. 
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the measure is such that the pecuniary 
interests concerned are larger than those 
involved in the whole aggregate of 
the Private Bills before the House this 
session. That is the condition of the 
magnitude of the private interests. The 
condition as to magnitude of the measure 
in other respects is shown by the circum- 
stance of its introduction. Large questions 
of public policy justify, nay, necessitate its 
introduction as a public Bill by the Govern- 
ment of the day. Now I have said that 
the pecuniary interests involved by this 
one measure are probably greater than the 
aggregate of those involved by all the 
Private Bills before the House this session, 
But what are we doing with reference to 
the suitors connected with all those other 
Bills, with their small interests and com- 
paratively enormous costs of investigation 
and solicitation in the two Houses ? Has the 
ery of the innumerable private suitors 
reached the ear of the Treasury Bench, 
and induced the Government to make 
any proposal for the mitigation of 
expense where that expense will be 
really felt, for lessening the expense in 
cases where the Committees will deal 
with the subjects on the principle to 
which the right hon. Gentleman reterred, 
namely, that of fairness and of impartial 
regard for the private interests involved ! 
No, that ery has not reached the Treasury 
Bench. Every one of those hundreds of 
Private Bills has to run the gauntlet of 
two Committees, with double sets of 
counsel, double sets of witnesses, and all 
the double expenses in regard to which 
the right hon. Gentleman weeps at that 
Table when hespeaks of the Administrative 
County of London and the _ bloated 
corporations who are going to litigate in 
| this case. If you were to ask me to give 
|an example in which the cautious pro- 


/cedure of Parliament does not  pro- 
'duce the sometimes over - balancing 
| disadvantages involved in great and 


| excessive expenditure, it would be the 
‘case before the House this evening. 
_And the expense is to be widely dis- 
tributed. It is to fall in infinitesimal 
| individual shares on innumerable members 
| of Corporations. No individual is hit hard. 
| The double expense is as nothing in this 
| case ; it cannot be counted when compared 
|with the £30,000,000 or £40,000,000 
_ involved in this Bill. On the other hand, 
the interests, even private, are so enormous, 
that if any case would justify a double 


| investigation, this one would. But it is 
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not so much because I desire a double 
investigation that I am opposed to the 
introduction of this precedent with 
reference to this great public Bill. It is 
because I wish this House to have that 
just weight of authority in the final 
decision of the question which it will not 
retain if it allows this important and 
preliminary investigation to be conducted 
by a Joint Committee equally representa- 
tive of the two Houses, instead of being 
undertaken in the first instance by a 
Committee of its own, responsible to 
itself alone; announcing as far as 
the evidence before it justifies what the 
views of the popular body ought to be, 
the matter afterwards being discussed and 
decided for itself by the popular body, 
and then going to the House of Lords 
as so settled, with all the weight due to 
that settlement. You are proposing to 
surrender the just share of influence and 
authority of the popular and representa- 
tive body of the nation in regard to the 
settlement of this question when you 
propose to remit it in the first instance 
toa Joint Committee of the two Houses, 
instead of taking care that the opinion 
of the House of Commons, unbiassed 
and uninfluenced by any view of the 
House of Lords, is expressed, and 
sent forward, as the settled view of the 
popular body, to the other and non- 
representative Chamber of the Legislature. 


(10.36.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Cam- 
berwell, N.): I find myself in some 
difficulty. I thought in the first instance 


the issue was fairly simple; a Select 
Committee on this side, or a Joint Com- 
mittee on that. But from the speech of 
the hon. Member for Mid. Lanark, it 
appeared that a great constitutional 
change was involved, and, as a new 
Member, I shrink from that. I also 
gathered that it would create a great 
precedent. I do not know whether that 
is so or not, but, if it is, it is a precedent 
which will be hailed with the greatest 
satisfaction 
whose behalf my hon. and learned friend 
the Member for South Longford pleaded 
soeloquently. I came in tothe debate in 
favour of a Select Committee of this 
House ; perhaps that was because of my 
unregenerate prejudice against the other 
House. But [listened to the right hon. 


Gentleman the President of the Local | 
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Government Board, and I listened to the 
hon. Member for Poplar, as they put 
their views before the House; I also 
listened to the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo on the constitutional 
aspect of the question ; and I am bound 
to say, as @ mere common sense person, 
that the weight of argument appears to 
be entirely on the side of the President 
of the Local Government Board. What 
is the position? The Bill isto go upstairs 
to a Joint Committee, and I understand 
that all interests are to be heard. That 
is an important point to me. The local 
authorities and _ private individuals 
interested are to be heard fully and com- 
pletely. The measure is then to come 
back to this House and be dealt with in 
Committee. If I thought I were relin- 
quishing that, I would go dead against 
the proposal, because there are certain 
matters of principle in regard to details 
in which I am closely concerned, and 
upon which as a private Member I should 
have a word or twotosay. But I under- 
stand that that right is reserved in any 
case. Then, if there should be—and I 
gather from the attitude of the right 
hon. Gentleman there may be—changes 
made, there will be the Report stage and 
Third Reading. In the other House 
there will be Second Reading, participa- 


‘tion in the Joint Committee, Committee 


stage, Report stage, and Third Reading. 
Really, I feel that in the interests of 
economy—I stood for the School Board, 
though a very strong Progressive, as a 
friend of the poor over-burdened rate- 
payer, and I appear in that capacity once 
more—and as a friend of the ratepayer, 
I am bound to say | think the proposal 
of the Government is the preferable one. 
I do not see that any constitutional issue 
is involved. Asto time, I confess frankly, 
the Second Reading having been carried 
and the principle ef the Bill thus adopted, 
I am not concerned to kill the measure. 
I think it requires modification in im- 
portant details, but | do not wish to 
associate myself with any effort which 
may make it impossible to carry the Bill 
in an improved form, as I hope it will be 
before the session ends. I shall 
therefore find it impossible to vote for 
the Amendment, which I think is cer- 
tainly not in the interests of economy or 
of the business-like conduct of the re- 
maining stages of the Bill. 
K 
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(10.40.) Question put. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn | 
Arnold-Foster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Le’ds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt HnSir Michael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Coionel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 


Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh’e 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (W’re’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson. Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Durning Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Faber, Edinund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- | 
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Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ. 


Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.JE.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn. 8.F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Grenfell, William Henry 


Gretton, John 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hain, Edward 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x. 


| Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nd’ry 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 


| Hardy, Laurence (K’nt,Ashf'rd 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Br’ghts’de 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smith 
Knowles, Lees 


Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire | 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
Moore, William (Antrim,N.) 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 193 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 55). 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH A (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray. Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert . 
Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richd, 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edwd. 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, RtHnM. W .(Stalyb’dge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely,Maj.J. E. B. ([sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H C.(North’m). Tyn’sde 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M’Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropsh’re | Tuke, Sir John Batty 
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Wanklyn, James Leslie | Willoughby de Erely, Lord | Wylie, Alexander 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Welby, "Sir Chas G. E. (Notts.) Wilson, — (Glasgow) TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon | Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) Sir William Walrond and 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | Wrightson, Sir Thomas Mr. Anstruther. 
NOES. 

Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) , Goddard, Daniel Ford O’Dowd, John 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Grant, Corrie O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Ambrose, Robert Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O’Mally, William 
Atherley-Jones, L. O’ Mara, James 

Haldane, Richard Burdon O’Shaughnessy, P. J 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Harmsworth R. Leicester sa 2 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Hayter, Rt. Hon.SirArthurD. | Pirie, Duncan V.. 


Bell, Richard Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | Power, Patrick Joseph 

Black, Alexander William Hobhouse, C.E. H. (Bristol, E.) | 

Blake, Edward Holland, William Henry | Rea, Russell 

Boland, John | Reddy, M. ft. 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. Joicey, Sir James | Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea | Rickett, J. Compton 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Joyce, Michael | Runciman, Walter 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Burke, E 3. Haviland- Kennedy, Patrick James Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Labsathers, Henty ' Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Caldwell, James Lambert, George Shaw, beg —— B.) 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) Layland- “Barratt, Francis Shin 1an, Sg _ 
Causton, Richard Knight Leese, SirJoseph F. (Accrington Sinelair.” F hi e Fort » , 
Condon. Thomas Joseph Leigh, Sir Joseph ses cer RtHn. : R — 
Craig, Robert Hunter Levy, Maurice | Steeches Si "Ed. ( “yy 
Crean, Eugene Lloyd-George, David | iin ag 1 war 
Cremer, William Randall Lundon, W. Sullivan, Dona 
Cullinan, J. bcs Mertl 

M Arthur, William (Cornwall) | Thomas, Day id A. Q ert 1yt) 
ee. James Hen = + rae, —— ae aod Bat tN ork. W.R.) 

avies, Alfred (Carmarthen xovern a ie oer 
See, Willtars ) Mw Hugh, Patrick A. | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Dewar, John A (Inverness-sh.) | M’Kenna, Regina lw bert 
Donelan, ya A. M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) | Ww neces hasan ‘lackmannan) 
Doogan, P. Markham, Arthur Basil Weir, Jemes Gallows: 
Douglas, Cc ae M. (Lanark) Morley, Rt. Hn. Johul Meutecse | | lw hite, George (Norfo Yk) 
Duncan, J. Hastings — og Fletcher | White, Lake (York, E. R.) 
urnaghan, George i 

Edwards, Frank Murphy, John Le ea ae roca) i 
Hemonde, Sir Thomas Nannetti, Joseph P. Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Fenwick, Charles Newnes, Sir George |W ilson,F redW. Cr .) 
Firench, Peter Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) | Wilson, Henry eet 4 
Field, William Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Woodhouse, SirJT (Hudders 


Flynn, James Christopher : YY s 1 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 0’ Brien, Kendal(Ti perary Mid | ——— 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 


Gilhooly, James O’Brien, P. J. reper N.) | TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Gladstone, KtHn. HerbertJohn | 0’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, V Mr. Dillon and Mr. Lough. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. SUPPLY. 


| 
| 
| Considered in Committee. 
Resolved, That it is expedient that the | 
Bill be committed toa Joint Committee | 
of Lords and Commons. (In the Committee.) 
| 
| 






Ae JEFFREYs (Hampshire, N.) in the 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith.—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
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£155 2s. 5d., Civil Services Excesses. | 
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(10.55.) Mr. LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton) said he should like to know 
something about this Vote. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AuSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said there was 
a small excess of £145 for Peterhead 
Harbour, due mainly to the payment of 
compensation to a workman who was in- 
jured. The excess of £3,465 for “ Prisons, 
England and the Colonies” was due 
almost entirely to the higher price of 
coal. They were, therefore, asking the 
House to give them a total Vote of £10 
in respect of that. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he did not 
understand why they should be asked to 
vote £10 and not the whole amount. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
it was quite unnecessary to do so. They 
were following the usual practice in 
putting the Vote in this form. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
understood this was a small balance of 
arrears, but they did not know how much. 
He thought the Committee were entitled 
to know what proportion of the total 
amount the excess was. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The hon. Member will find it on the face 
of the Vote. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) objected 
to the Vote being stated in this form. A 
small sum would be unpaid in order that 
Parliament might have an opportunity of 
discussing it. Sometimes the Committee 
was unable fully to examine the Votes, 
but in this case the Committee did fully 
examine it, and were able to report that | 
the expenditure was justifiable. | 


Resolution agreed to. 
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ARMY EXCESSES, 1900-1901. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £100, be 
granted to His Majesty, to make good 
Excesses of Army Expenditure beyond 
the Grants, for the year ended on the 


| 31st day of March, 1901.” 


(11.5.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said this Vote represented a 


portion of the excess of actual over. 
estimated appropriations in aid for 
Army services for the year ended 


March 31st, 1901, which amounted to 
£1,588,736. Strictly speaking, however, 
the whole of that amount was involved in 
this Vote of £100 which the Committee 
was asked to pass. A note was attached 
explaining that the excess of gross ex- 
penditure was due mainly to unexpectedly 
heavy charges for transport, provisions, 
and stores owing to the prolongation of 
the war. This expenditure referred toa 
year ended almost a year ago, and it 
might have been expected that the 
accounts should be before the House by 
this time. The Public Accounts Com- 
mittee had been given to understand that 
there had been great difficulty in obtain- 
ing full accounts, and they had allowed 
an Excess Estimate to be presented. All 
he wished to say was that he reserved his 
right when explanations were given to go 
into the fullest detail. 


Sm ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall), 
as Chairman of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, said that what had been stated 
by the hon. Member for Kings Lynn was 
correct. It was impossible for the 
Committee to go into these accounts now, 
as they had not been prepared by the 
War Office; but they should have an 
opportunity of discussing them fully 
when the accounts came before the 
Public Accounts Committee. He asked 
hon. Gentleman not to take a premature 
discussion now, but to be satisfied that 
the Public Accounts Committee had 
allowed this Excess Vote. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked when 
the Excess Vote could come before a 
Committee of the House. 
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Sm ARTHUR HAYTER: On the 
Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. DILLON said the Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee was always 
shunted. It was well known to every 
Member of the House that the Report of 
that Committee might as well be 
presented to the Chinese Government 
as to this House for all the benefit of 
discussion it received. In his humble 
opinion, if they passed this Vote that 
night they would absolutely lose ail 
power of discussing this question at all. 
It was only in connection with a vote in 
Committee of Supply that they could 
discuss that Report. In plain language, 
the Vote, though nominally for £100, 
was a Bill of indemnity to justify the 
Government for having appropriated for 
the Army in South Africa a sum of 
£1,000,000 that was not granted for such 
a purpose for the year 1901. If the Com- 
mittee were to pass the Vote now, they 
would have no opportunity of discussing 
it again. What was the nature of the 
urgency which compelled the bringing 
forward of this Excess Vote at the present 
time? He had observed with interest 
the other day when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was referring to the items in 
Supply which they would be obliged to 
pass before 31st March ; he said that some 
of the Excess Votes were contentious :; 
and yet the right hon. Gentleman ex- 
pected the Committee to pass this Vote 
that night. If the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer wanted this Vote he should | 


explain to the Committee frankly why it 
was that he wanted this Vote passed 
before it had been examined by the 
Public Accounts Committee. As he 
understood this was not one of the Votes 
which the law required to be passed 
before 31st March; and he therefore 
suggested that it should be postponed 
until the Report of the Public Accounts 
Committee with respect to it was received. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the hon. Gentleman was under some mis- 
apprehension as to what had actually 
taken place. The Public Accounts 
Committee had reported that in 
the circumstances they had no ob- 
jection to the Vote being passed; but 
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they promised to go more into its details 
|at a later stage, when they had fuller 
information about it. If the Committee 
of Supply acted upon the recom- 
mendation of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee and passed the Vote, they would 
not lose any opportunity of thoroughly 
investigating all the matters arising out 
of it. There would be Votes for trans- 
port and storage, and upon those Votes, 
of course, the questions arising out of the 
Excess Vote could be discussed, The 
course proposed by the Government in 
regard to the Excess Vote had been 
followed many times in his recollection, 
notably in connection with the Cold 
Storage Contracts. 


(11.15.) Mr. DILLON said he did not at 
all agree that a discussion on the Excess 
Vote could be taken on a Vote providing 
for the expenditure of the coming year. 
No Chairman would allow the Committee 
to go into detail on an Excess Vote deal- 
ing with the year 1901, on Votes for 
1902-3. The thing was absurd. He 
knew it was quite possible to refer in the 
course of a discussion on the Estimates to 
the Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, but it would not be possible to 
discuss previous Estimates in detail. The 
Estimate before the Committee was a 
very special case. An Excess Vote was 
generally a small matter, but he did not 
remember in the course of twenty years 
such an excess as they had to deal now 
with being introduced in a very innocent 
way as an excess of only £100. When 
they looked into it, they found it covered 
asum of £932,000, which was the real 
matter they had to deal with, and it 
raised a subject of the most vital impor- 
tance, which might fairly be discussed 
for a night, viz., the whole of the enor- 
mous question of the meat contract in 
South Africa in connection with the Cold 
Storage Company. The real object of 
the Vote was to justify the Government 
in what they had already done, namely, 
appropriating that sum of £932,000 to the 
expenses of the war in South Africa. 
The whole question of the extraordinary, 
‘and he would be even entitled to call 
‘them shady, and certainly complicated 
'transactions which had taken place 
| between the Cold Storage Company and 
| the Government in South Africa were 
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involved in the Estimate, because part of 


the mystery surrounding the operations | 
of the Cold Storage Company was the | 


transactions by which captured stock 
was slaughtered by the Company and 
used in connection with their meat con- 
tract. He thought the Government 
ought to lay before the Committee some 
statement of the whole account between 
themselves and the Cold Storage Com- 
pany in relation to the captured stock, 
and there ought to be some explanation 
as to the method by which the stock was 
valued and sold. Generally, the Com- 
mittee ought to know what they were 
doing before they passed what was really 
a Bill of indemnity. As time went by 
the mystery deepened. Last year he 
ventured to point out that the Cold 
Storage Company had a contract for 
selling meat to the troops in South 
Africa at a price of 11d. per pound— 


*THE 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): This Vote has _ not 
been considered, for the reasons 
which have been stated, by the Public 
Accounts Committee. They have not been 
able to have all the particulars and details 
before them wiich were necessary before 
they could properly deal with the matter. 
It is essential, | think, in these matters 
that the House, if possible, should have 
before it the Report of the Public Accounts 
Committee on a proposal of this kind, in 
order to enable them to know what it is 
that is proposed, and why it is proposed. 
The only reason for asking the Committee 
to vote this Excess Vote now is, I under- 
stand, a financial reason which has been 
considered to require it to be included in 
the Appropriation Bill to be passed before 
the close of the financial year. I do not feel 
absolutely certain that it is quite necessary 
that this should be done in this case. I 
will make further inquiry into the matter, 
and if it is necessary we shall have to sub- 
mit the Vote to the House again, in order 
that the law may be complied with. But 
if it is not necessary, | think it would be | 
better for every reason that the Vote. 
should be postponed uutil the Committee 
on Public Accounts has examined and re- 
ported on it. For the moment I will, 
withdraw the Vote. | 


Mr. Dillon. 
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Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) said 
he should like to point out that that was 
one of the many occasions in which the 
country and the House owed a deep debt 
of gratitude to the hon. Member for 
Kings Lynn, because if it were not for 
his interference, the Vote would have 
been passed without one word of dis- 
cussion. He hoped the hon. Member's 
constituents would note the fact. 


*Mr. BLAKE said he acknowledged the 
fair spirit which animated the right hon. 
Gentleman, and he merely wished to 
suggest that, if the necessities of the law 
required the Vote to be passed, the right 
hon. Gentleman should give a pledge that, 
upon the Report of the Public Accounts 
Committee being made, some opportunity 
should be afforded for discussing the 
question. Notwithstanding the state- 
ment of the Secretary to the Treasury, he 
feared that hon. Members would have no 
opportunity of discussing the matter 
against the will of the Government if the 
Vote were now allowed to pass. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he hoped 
that hon. Members would have ample time 
for the discussion of the Vote when next 
it was brought before the Committee. 
The Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General, apart altogether from 
the Public Accounts Committee, was 
quite sufficient to providea whole night's 
discussion. ‘There were many items in 
that Report which every hon. Member 
who cared about economy ought to study. 
He would give only a single illustration. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: As the Vote 
is to be withdrawn, I would remind the 
hon. Member that we have other busi- 
ness to get through. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he merely wished 
to point out that there was a statement 
in the Report which seriously conflicted 
with what the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office had given the House to under- 
stand in reply to certain Questions during 
the session. ' 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Resolution to be reported tomorrow ; | FRESH WATER FISH (ScotLanp) BILL. 


Committee to sit again tomorrow. 


SUPPLY (24TH FEBRUARY]}—REPORT. 


Resolution reported. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


“That 122,500 men and boys be em- 
ployed for the Sea and Coast Guard 
Services for the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903, including 19,805 
Roval Marines.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


SJPPLY [25TH FEBRUARY]|—REPORT. 


Resolutions reported. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Wages, &e., of Officers, Seamen, Boys, 
Coast Guard, and Marines. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,962,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the expenses of wages, Xc., to 
Officers, Seamen and Boys, Coast Guard, 
and Royal Marines, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March 1903.” 


NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY), 1901-2. 
2. ‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £200,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1902, for additional Expenditure on the 
following Navy Services, viz.:— £ 


Vote 8, Sec. 3. Shipbuild- 
ing, Repairs, Mainten- 


ance, &c. — Contract 

Work ... me 150,000 
Vote 11. Miscellaneous 

Effective Services 50,000 

Total .. £ 200,000 


Resolutions agreed to. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland.) 


(11.28.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark- 
shire, Mid.): I am_ surprised that 
the Government should have introduced 
this Bill for Second Reading without 
any explanation. So far as the Bill is 
concerned it deals with a matter to which 
I have no objection. It provides that— 

“owl 
“ Between the fifteenth day of October in any 
year and the ¢wenty-eighth day of February in 
the year following, both inclusive, there shall 
be an annual close time for trout in Scotland, 
during which it shall not be lawful, except as 
herein-after specified, for any person to— 


(a) fish for or take common trout (salmo 
Jfario) in any river, water, or loch in Scotland, 
by net, rod, line or otherwise ; or 


(6) have possession of common trout ; or 


(ce) expose common trout fer sale : 
And any person who shall so fish for or 
take or possess or expose for sale such trout at 
any time within the said dates shall forfeit 
and pay a sum not exceeding jive pounds for 
every such offence.” 


So far the Bill may be said to be a 
measure for the purpose of establishing a 
close time for trout in Scotland, which I 
believe is a very good provision. But 
here is a proviso which states that— 


‘In the case of any stew or artificial pond, or 
other water where trout are kept in captivity 
or artificially reared and fed, no owner, 
occupier, or lessee of any such stew, artificial 
pond, or other water, nor any person employed 
by such owner, occupier, or lessee, nur any 
yerson to whom such trout may be consigned 
sale or otherwise by such owner, occupier, 
or lessee, or by any person employed by ian, 
shall be liable to any penalty under this Act 
in respect of any trout obtained for the purposes 
of, or kept in, or sent from, such stew, artificial 
pond or other water.” 


It does seem to me that 
establishing a new principle. In the 
case for instance of wild birds we 
_established a close time which applies to 
_all the birds of a particular species. In 
| this Bill, however, while you impose a 
penalty on any person, who during the 


that is 
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close time takes trout from any river, 
water, or loch in Scotland, persons who 
have artificial ponds may go into the 
open market and sell trout. How is 
anyone to know when a trout comes into 
the open market, whether it was or was 
not bred in an artificial pond? That is 
an artificial reservation, which I think is 
contrary to the intention of the Bill. 
The object of providing a close time is 
that animals may be protected during 
that time wherever they may be. 
Therefore the Solicitor General should 
say that he is prepared to make it illegal 
for anyone to expose trout for sale during 
the close time. I am perfectly with him 
as regards the principle of the Bill, but | 
object altogether to the reservation which 
is in the interests of one class of the 
community, namely, those who have 
artificial ponds, and who may utilise 
these ponds to sell fish during the close 
season, and thereby defeat the very 
object in view. The clause imposing 
penalties for destroying fish by dynamite 
is a very proper clause, and | think there 
will be no objection to it. If the Solicitor 
General can say that the Government 
will make a close tine without any 


reservation then I for one, will not 
object to the Second Reading. 
*Mr. SHAW STEWART  (Renfrew- 


shire, E.): As one of the backers of this 
Bill when it was promoted by the 
right hon. Member for Wigtonshire, I 
snould like to say a few words in 
support of this measure. It is a Bill 
demanded not only by gentlemen who 
can afford to ti ke fishings of their own, 
but by large classses of working men 
who are quite as much interested in 
sport as anyone. Angling, especially in 
Scotland, isa sport greatly affected by 
the working man, andit is because of the 
increasing difficulty for anybody, be he a 
working man or a millionare, to find 
trout in any size or in any number 
that the Bill has been brought in. 
Hitherto there has been no close time 
for trout, and it is obvious to any- 
one, whether he be conversant or not 
with angling, that if trout are allowed to 
be taken out of the water during the 
spawning season their number must 
diminish. I should like to say a word or 


two in reply to the hon. Member opposite | 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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as to the clause which refers to 
trout in artificial ponds. Of course, 
the trout are kept for breeding 


purposes, and it is for the protection of 
those engaged in breeding trout that this 
proviso has been inserted. I can assure 


the hon. Gentleman that there is 
no ulterior purpose. The clause is 
simply for the protection of those 


engaged in the laudable object of in- 
creasing the number of trout, and I do 
hope, speaking, as I can confidently as- 
sert I am, for a large number of workin 
men throughout Scotland that the House 
will pass this Bill. 


*(11.38.) THe SOLICITOR GENERAL 
FoR SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr  Dicx- 


son, Glasgow,  Bridgtor) : I am 
quite sure that this Bill  repre- 
sents the views of all those in 


Scotland who are interested in the sport 
of angling. The proviso which, I under- 
stand, is the only ground on whith the 
hon. Member opposite objects to the Bill 
is one which ought, I submit, not to have 
any effect with the House, so far 
as the Second Reading is concerned. 
The question of a close time is one 
which excites a great deal of interest 
in Scotland, and the Government are 
most anxious to meet the wishes of those 
who desire to protect and promote trout 
fishing. I am quite convinced if the 
House sees its way to pass the Second 
Reading, that they will pass a measure 
which will meet with universal accept- 
ance amongst all true anglers in Scotland. 
With reference to the second clause, 
to which the hon. Member has referred, 
the necessity for that clause has been 
brought about by a recent decision 
in the courts in Scotland. The law 
as to the use of dynamite in Scot- 
land, so far as fishing is concerned, is 
found to be different from the law in 
England, and the clause is really to bring 
the law in Scotland on this matter into 
the same position as the law in England, 
in order that there should be no im- 
proper interference with, or destruction 
of fish by the use of dynamite or other 
expi0sives, contrary to the interests of 
true sport. The hon. Member did not 
raise any Objection to that clause, and I 





ie eee ed oe ee 


Oo m= @® OF — =| 1K 


ise 


‘ing 
into 


ind, 


tion 
her 
; of 

not 
id I 


305 Fresh Water Fish {3 Marc 


trust the House, in the interests of sport, 
and in the interests of the proper pro- 
tection of fishing in Scotland, will allow 
the measure to get a Second Reading. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Hon. 
Members are right in their belief that 
there is no country where fly fishing 
is more enjoyed by all classes of the 
people than in Scotland; and I be- 
lieve, therefore, that this Bill will be 
generally acceptable, and that it will 


be felt to go a good way towards restor- | 


ing to the lochs and streams of Scotland, 
what they have suffered in past times 
from improper fishing. I think the Bill 
deserves to pass, and I hope it will pass. 
The dynamite clause is eminently needed, 
and will be eminently useful. Everyone 
who enjoys angling must feel detesta- 
tion at a barbarous practice, and one 
which produces such little result. As 


regards the objection of my hon. friend, | 
I have no doubt that if he can show that | 
the clause goes too far, the Solicitor Gen- | 
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| really the Bill brought forward years 
ago by the hon. Member for Wig- 
|tonshire. It is, however, a mistake 
| to suppose that opinion amongst anglers 


|e . . . 
| is absolutely unanimous in favour of it. 


It is nothing of the kind. There is a 
' unanimous desire that something should 
| be done to get a close time for trout, but 
| this Bll divides anglers into two classes, 
| one of which the owners of estates can 
| by spending a few pounds, at any point of 
the river make an artificial pond, and 
/he cannot be prosecuted for fishing 
| or selling trout during the close season. 
| What does “other water” mean? It 
/means that at any portion of the river 
| the landlord is exempt, but that the poor 
/man who cannot afford to pay for his 
| fishing is liable to be punished and pro- 
|secuted. Under the Bill as it stands, 
“artificially reared ” does not necessarily 
mean “kept in captivity.” If you 
artificially rear fish in any portion of the 


} 





eral will be prepared to meet him. _river the proprietor of the river is exempt 


| from the provisions of the Bill. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glas- 


gow, Camlachie) : I desire to aye Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : I ean only say 
the hope that this Bill will be al- | that that is not the intention of the Bill 
lowed to pass its Second Reading That, however, is a matter which can be 


tonight. As representing a constitu- | wade perfectly clear in Committee. 
ency of working men in Glasgow, | 
I have had several communications | 


expressing the hope that this Bill will be) Mr. DALZIEL: That is exactly the 
passed into law. I wish, however, to draw | point I wished to get. It must not be 
attention to the clause alluded to by | imagined that because we assent to the 
the hon. Gentleman opposite. I am of | Second Reading of the Bill that any- 
opinion that the hon. Gentleman has body who has anything to say in Com- 


laid his finger on a blot in this Bill. It _Iittee is an opponent of the measure. I 


will be quite possible for persons in | have received at least half-a-dozen re- 


: : : | presentations in reference to the par- 
improper possession of trout in the close | P eee 


season to plead in their defence the | ticular clause to which I have referred, 


clause referred to, and I hope the | and unless” the hon. Gentleman shows 
Solic'tor General will make it perfectly | some disposition to alter the Bill when we 
plain that these ponds which are to be | reach Committee I shall certainly vote 
excluded are ponds exclusively for | against the Third Reading. I hope now, 
breeding purposes. however, that the Second Reading of the 


| Bill may be allowed to be taken. 


(11.45.) Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) : I agree there is undoubtedly; (11.50.) Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 
a pretty fair amount of feeling in | S.): Hon. Members opposite seem some- 
Scotland in favour of this Bill. It is/ what surprised that I should speak on a 

VOL. CIV, [FourtH Serizs.} L 
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Scotch Fisheries Bill. I have only two} *Mr. SCOTT DICKSON formally 
excuses to offer. One is that my be-| moved the reference of the Bill to the 
setting sin is fishing, and the other is | Standing Committee on Trade. 

that on an important Bill dealing with | 

such an imperial question, it behoves even | 


Irish Members to take part in the debate. | Mp. CALDWELL suggested that the 
An hon. Member of the other side said | Bill should be sent to the Grand Com- 
mittee on Law. All such Bills had 


the Bill was for the benefit both of the : 
working man and of the millionaire. It cer- previously been sent to that Committee’ 


tainly is for the benefit of the owners of and he would move that a similar course 
rivers who can afford to take a few months | be taken now. 

fishing, but the working man who has to | 

take his holiday when he can get it would | *Mr. SCOTT DICKSON pointed out 
liketohave the fishing availableall the year | 41,44 Bills relating to fishing were included 
round. It cannot be said, therefore, that in the reference to the Standing Com- 
the same benefit accrues to both classes. | ittes on Tra de, end the Mothn wes 
Still, as a fisherman, I am of opinion that | ty) orefore in accordance with the letter 
a close-time for trout is essential to good 5+ the Standing Order. 

sport. I feel that Scotland has for many | 
years been at a disadvantage as compared , 
with England or Ireland in that respect. 
I do not know when the law introducing 
a close-time in Ireland was passed, but it 
has been in existence for a number of 


Mr. O’MARA thought the Standing 
| Order should be suspended, in order to 
allow the Bill to go to the Grand Com- 
/mitteeon Law. It had nothing whatever 
to do with trade. 


years, and that the close-time has 
immensely improved trout fishing is | 

common knowledge. While they are. Bill committed to the Standing Com- 
waiting for this Bill, I would recommend | mittee on Trade, &c. 

any ardent fisherman to go to the West | 
of Ireland for their fishing; there is 
excellent sport to be found there. The) heat Gomeament (Scotland) Amend- 
hon. Member for Mid. Lanark has pointed | — (No. 2) Bill—Order for Second 
out a defect in the Bill, in regard to which Reading read. 

I should like an assurance from the hon. | 

Gentleman that an Amendment will be; Motion made, and Question proposed, 


made in Committee. Then, too, I think | “That the Bill be now read a second 


the Bill should apply to all the rivers in | time.” 
Scotland. Why is the Esk excepted from | 

the Bill? I am glad everybody agrees | 
that the use of dynamite to catch fish is 
an unsportsmanlike proceeding, and with 


these few remarks I will resume my seat.| Debate adjourned till Thursday. 


Debate arising. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve 


o’clock. 





Bill read a second time. 
Mr. O'Mara. 
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the House, viz.:—That it is expedient 
that the London Water Bill be committed 
to a Joint Committee of Lords and 
Commons. 
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LORDS. 
Tuesday, 4th March, 1902. 


OFFICE OF LORO GREAT CHAMBER- 
LAIN. 


: ‘ , ad ’ PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL [u.1.]. 
Committee for privileges met. Coun- 


sel further heard on behalf of the | Reported from the Standing Com- 
claimant the Eari of Ancaster. Counsel | ™!*tee without further Amendment ; 
heard to open the case on behalf of the | the Report of the Amendments made in 
cliimant the Duke of Atholl, Com-| Committee of the Whole House to be 


ive Tg soley uy — 
mittee adjourned to Tuesday next. received on Thursday next. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
MEDWAY axpv THAMES CANAL 
BILL [4.1.}, 
ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE — anp 
FTELD CORPORATIONS 
BRIDGE, &c.) BILL [u.1,], 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [4.1 J, 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [u.1. ], 
DEVONPORT WATER BILL [». 1. ], 
LONDON ann SOUTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL [4.1], 


DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [u.t.], 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the Earl of Lathom and the 
Lord Hylton be proposed to the House 
as Members of the Select Committee on 
the said Bills in the place of the Earl of 
Malmesbury and the Lord Lilford. 

Read and agreed to. 


DUKIN- 
(ALMA 


NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [#.1.}. 

Committed: The Committee to be 

proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [4 L. ]. 
Read 2" (according to order). 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARGENTINE REPUBLIC, No. 1 (1902). 
Report by the Hon. Ek. Scott on the 

Welsh Colonies in Chubut. Presented 
(by command), and ordered to lie on the 


Ta ble. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


Message from the Commons that they 
have come to the following Resolution, 
to which they desire the concurrence of 
[FourtH Series}. 





VOL CIV. 





BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL [u.1.], 
[Seconp READING. ] 
Order of the day for the Second 


| Reading read. 


*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY: My Lords, this is the 
same Bill as that which passed through 
all its stages in your Lordships’ House 
last year, and which was crowded out, 
for want of time, when it reached the 
House of Commons. Its purpose is to 
relieve the diocese of Rochester, which 
has grown to an overwhelming size, 
and is now rather more than ought 
to be assigned to one Bishop to man- 
age. It divides the present diocese of 
Rochester into two parts—one to be 
called the diocese of Southwark, and 
the other the diocese of Rochester—the 
former to include the district of South 
London. To the diminished area of 
the diocese of Rochester will be added 
certain portions of the diocese of Canter- 
bury. These, at one time, belonged to 
the diocese of Rochester, and are, there- 
fore, only being restored to it. The 
boundaries have been very carefully 
considered, and I do not believe there 
wil! be any objection to them, I beg 
to move the Second Reading. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2°.”--(The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


*Viscount MIDDLETON : My Lords, 
I make no apology for ri-ing to sup- 
port this measure, because, with the 
exception of two or three right reverend 
Prelates. I believe | know more of 
the locality with which it is intended 
to deal than any Member of your 
Lordships’ House. J do not think that 
anyone who has not studied th» ques- 
tion carefully can be aware of the 
enormous increase of populat on which 


M 
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has taken place in the districts affected | 
by this Bill. It is now at least three, 
times what it was forty or fifty years | 
ago, and it is further increasing daily. | 
It is, however, not only the quantity | 
of the population, but the quality, that | 
makes the problem of dealing with it | 
so difficult. I believe that there exists, | 
within the area of a mile around 
Lambeth Palace, more crime, vice, 
and immorality than can be found 
in any similar area throughout the length 
and breadth of London. There are 
streets there which are almost entirely 
given up to the criminal classes. 
I remember the chairman of Surrey 
Quarter Sessions being warned by the 
police never to venture down any of the 
side streets leading off Waterloo Road, 
because it was believed that there was | 
not a single inhabitant there who did not 
know him by sight from the dock of the 
Sessions House. It is of extreme 
importance to strengthen the hands of 
the Church in this quarter, and I hope 
that your Lordships will read the Bill a 
second time without opposition, and 
that it will not be materially modified in 
its passage through the House. 


*Tuoe LORD BISHOP or ROCH- 
ESTER: My Lords, I cannot refrain, as 
Bishop of the diocese referred to, from 


——— my satisfaction that the 
Bill now presented to your  Lord- 
ships has the support of my _ noble 


friend the Lord Lieutenant of the 
County of Surrey. The noble Viscount 
has laid before the House one of the 
enormous difficulties which beset the 
Church in South London. But we have 
not only to deal with the slums of that 
portion of the diocese of Rochester 
which lies within the interior of London, 
but with the enormously rapid extension 
in the exterior portion, and, of the two 
problems, | am inclined to think that 
the latter is almost the more overtasking. 
I feel that the Bishop who is responsible 
for South London ought to have his 
hands, time, and thoughts as free as 
possible for dealing with both of these 
problems, and ought not to be en- 
cumbered with the charge of the great 
national centre at Chatham, and of the 
many problems which beset it. I trust 


{LORDS} 


On Question, agreed to. 
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Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday, the 13th instant. 


VOLUNTEER FORCE—STATISTICS. 

Lorp CHELMSFORD, who had given 
notice of his intention to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
would lay on the Table a comparative 
statement of the enrolments in, and 
discharges from, the Volunteer Force 
between November Ist and January 
31st, 1900-1901, and November Ist and 


‘January 31st, 1901-1902, said: Since 


putting my Question on the Paper 
I held a conversation with my noble 
and gallant friend the Under Secretary 
of State for War, whotells me that a 
Return for the broken periods mentioned 
would be very inconvenient to prepare, 
in consequence of the Volunteer Returns 
being made up quarterly. I will there- 
fore modify my Question, and ask for a 
comparative statement between October 
Ist and March 31st, 1900-1901, and 
October Ist and March 31st, 1901-1902. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Racuay) : It is 
the case, as the noble Lord says, that 
the Returns are only received quarterly 
from the Volunteer Force, and therefore 
we could not prepare a statement with 
regard to the periods mentioned in his 
Question. But if a Return from October 
lst, 1900, to January Ist, 1901, and 
from October Ist, 1901, to January 1st, 
1902, will meet the wishes of the noble 
Lord, I shall be glad to lay it on the 
Table. 


THE ARMY AND RESERVE AFTER DE. 
MOBILISATION. 

*THE DuKE OF BEDFORD: My Lords, 
in calling attention to the probable con- 
dition of the Army after demobilisation, 
I am asking your Lordships to consider 
the matter of men and numbers, by far 
the most important problem connected 
with the Army. You may re-organise 
the War Office. You may re-construct 
the Army. Your re-organisation and your 
re-construction may be perfection, but 
both will be useless if you have not the 
men in sufficient numbers and of the 


that the Bill will become law this session. | right sort to fill the ranks of the Army, 


Viscount Middleton. 
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which we must have if we are to main- | 
tain our Empire with its ever increasing | 


liabilities. The requirements of South 


Africa have necessitated the mobilisation | 


-of 107,000 men of the Army and Militia 


Reserves, the retention of 50,000 men | 


with the colours who were due for 


transfer to the Reserves, and the depletion | 
of the Indian garrison by 10,000 men | 


transferred to the seat of war. I ask 
your Lordships to consider what will 
be the effect of demobilisation on the 
regular Army in South Africa, in India, 
and at home, and also upon the Reserve. 
It is necessary, for the purposes of caleula- 
tion, to assume a definite time when the 
Reserves will be dismissed from the 
colours. The precise time of demobilisa- 
tion may alter figures, but does not 
affect the main issues which I am about 
to submit for the consideration of your 
Lordships. I assume, then, that the 
Reserves will be dismissed in October, 
1902, after three years service with the 
colours. It seems to me that next 
October is the earliest moment when 
their dismissal can be expected. 

I find by the Army annual Return for 
1899 that the strength of the Army 
Reserve in 1899 was 78,798, and that of 
the Militia Reserve who joined the line 
29,096, a total of 107,894. Allowing 10 
per cent. for men unfit for active service, 
we get, in round numbers, 97,000 mobi- 
lised Reservists for service for South 
Africa. Since 1899 no transfers to the 
Reserve have taken place. All men due 
for transfer to the Reserve have been 
retained with the colours and counted 
as colour service men. The _ yearly 
transfer from the colours to the Reserve, 
according to the annual Return of the 
British Army, is more than 15,000, so 
that three years accumulation may be 
reckoned as 50,000 men. This number 
of 50,000 reservists accumulated with 
the colours added to the total of 
97,000 mobilised Reservists sent out 
in 1899, will give the gross total 
of the men due to leave the Army 
on demobilisation, that is, 147,000 
men. But that number is subject to 
two deductions. First, the number of 
men who have taken their discharge 
during the war. their period of service 
being cor.pleted—and, in the absence of 
official figures, | assume that number to 





be 30,000—secondly, loss by death and 
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permanent invaliding. Under this head- 
ing I cannot obtain any correct figures, 
because the casualties of the Regular 
Army have not been differentiated from 
those of all the other forces serving in 
South Africa. But some deduction must 
be made for casualties. I will deduct 
20,000 men on this account, and allowing 
30,000 as the number of men who have 
taken their discharge, these two numbers 
subtracted from the gross total of men 
due to leave the colours on the dismissal 
of the Reserve will give the net number 
of men due to leave the colours on de- 
mobilisation. The gross total, 147,000, 
less 50,000, equals 97,000. But these 
men due to leave the colours are not all 
in South Africa. In India there are 
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30,000 Reservists retained with the 
colours, which will leave 67,000 Re- 
servists in South Africa. The total 


strength of the Regular Army in South 
Africa has just been returned as 137,000 
men. The release of these 67,000 Re- 
servists will leave 70,000 men with the 
colours in South Africa. In the Govern- 
ment plan for redistribution of troops, 
announced last session. twelve Infantry 
battalions were allotted as the garrison 
for South Africa, that is, 10,000 men of 
the line. I submit that, unless disaster 
is to be invited in South Africa, the 
garrison must remain at 70,000 men of 
the Regular Army for several years to 
oome. When the Reserves are allowed 
to return home, the state of emergency 
being declared over, the Militia, Yeo- 
manry, Volunteers, and Colonial con- 
tingents, other than South African, must 
also be released from service in South 
Africa. 

I would call your Lordships’ attention 
to the condition of this garrison of 
70,000 men after the Reserves have been 
withdrawn. The Reservists are the older 
and more experienced soldiers. They 
are the backbone of the Army in South 
Africa. On demobilisation not only will 
you diminish the quantity of the Army in 
South Africa, but you will seriously im- 
pair its quality. Infantry bat:alions and 
Cavalry regiments will be greatly de- 
creased in strength. Infantry battalions 
will vary between 250 and 400 men, 
and Cavalry regiments will sink below 
200 men. In short, many regiments 
and battalions will cease to be complete 
units, and there will be no men to 


M 2 











315 The Army after 


return home with the colours. 
home, is, I believe, about 120,000, 
including all men invalided home from 
abroad and boys of less than twenty-one 
years of age, upon whom the following 
demands must be made. In India 
there are some 30,000 Reservists due to 
leave the colours. Of these 17,000 have 
accepted bounties to extend their colour 
service instead of passing tothe Reserve, 
leaving, therefore, 3,000 due to come 
home on the return of the Reserves. 
But the garrison of India is already 
10,000 men below strength. Therefore, 
to bring up the garrison of India to its 
full strength, 
be wanted. In addition, there are all 
other foreign garrisons, except India 
and South Africa, to be replenished. 
Thus at least 30,000 men will be 
required for foreign service from the 
Army at home, leaving a residue of 
90,000, composed of invalided men and 
boys too young for foreign service, 
instead of the three Army Corps of 
155,000 men which, last year, it was 
assumed would certainly arise from the 
ashes of demobilisation. 

I now come to the Reserves. In the 
first place the term ‘ Reserve” as 
applied to the Reserve of our Army is 


misleading. By the term “ Reserve ” is 
meant a certain quantity of men, 
money, or material kept back from 


present use for future need. ‘That 
is not the case with the Reserve of the 
British Army. The war has shown 
very clearly that the men of the 
Reserve proceed abroad in the first 


instance, and the boys with the colours | 


remain behind. Our Reserve is really | 


our first fighting line, 
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The 
strength of the Regular Army now at 


23,000 men will at once) 
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thecolours. There should be but one exit, 
namely, transfer to the Reserve, but boun- 
ties allow time- -expired men and Reservists 
toleave the colours at the same moment. | 
submit to your Lordships that the system 
of bounties is unsound administration, 
Transfers to the Reserve take place 
amongst men serving beyond the seas 
after eight years service with the colours, 
which is to the disadvantage of the 
Reserve. Buta certain number of men 
at home are transferred to the Reserve 
aiter three years service with the colours, 
and that is favourable to the Reserve. 
To ecaleulate for these two different 
periods of transfer to the Reserve would 
be extremely complicated. 1 propose, 
therefore, to allow the advantage and 
disadvantage to cancel one another, and 
to calculate the whole Res:rve on the 
basis of seven years colour service and 
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five in the Reserve. Of the whole 
Reserve mobilised in 1899—that is, 
107,894 men—only those men_ will 


remain in October, 1902, who were trans- 
ferred tothe Reserve between October, 
1897, and October, 1899. All who were 
transferred previous to October, 1897, 
will have completed their full term of 
service, and will be due for discharge by 
October, 1902. Thus, of the Reserves 
mohilised in 1899, there will be only two 
annual transfers left inj October, 1902, 
that is, 30,000 men. Mal sy 

The Reservists who have been retained 
with the colours since 1899 amount to 
50,000 men, and this number, added to 
the 30,000 who remain from the mobi- 
lised Reserve, wil! give the gross total 
of the Reserve in October, 1902, namely, 
80,000 men. This number is subject to 
| the following deductions. First, 17,000 


and we have | men w ho have accepted bounties to con- 


nothing behind it in the way of | tinue with the colours instead of joining 


Regular troops. The whole essence 
of “short service is the creation of a 
strong Reserve. But the Government 
now offer bounties to men to stay with 
the colours and not join the Reserve. 
In India some 17,000 men have accepted 
these bounties. There should be a 
young soldier with the colours 
older soldier in the Reserve. But you 
have only one man where you ought to 
have two; that is the fault, and to him 
vou are paying a bounty of £26 to defeat 


the whole principle of short service. More-| tion in October, 
over. bounties create a double exit from: must, 


Duke of Bedford. 


and an| 


the Reserve, and to this number must 
be added those men who will accept 
bounties bet ween now and October, 1902, 
and some who will purchase their dis- 
charge from the Reserve on the termina- 
tion of the war, say 20,000 in all. The 
second deduction is one-seventh for 
casualties, that is. 11,000 men. This, 
with the 20,000 bounty men, makes 
31.000 men to be subtracted from the 
gross total of 80,000, leaving 49,000 as 
the number of the Reserve on demobilisa- 
1902. Your Lordships 


however, remember that these 
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men have either served through the 
South African campaign, or, which is 
worse from the point of view of general 
health, have been retained fer an abnor- 
mal period in India. Weentered on the 
war with a Reserve of 107,000 men, 
which, on demobilisation, will become 
49,000 men. Weshall end the war with 
no Field Army with the colours at home, 
but only a depot of 90,000 soldiers, in- 
eluding invalids and boys, who will have 
to supply drafts for an Army abroad of 
166,000. That is a very grave situation. 


*LorD RAGLAN: My Lords, I quite 
agree with the noble Duke that this is a 
very important subject; no more im- 
portant subject could be brought betore 
your Lordships. The only thing I have 
to complain of is the extremely short 
notice I have received, owing to which | 
have not been able to go sutticiently into 
the subject to be able to give more than 
a sketeh of the position which we antici- 
pate. I cannot altogether accept the 
figures we have just heard. The whole 
question is a most difficult and compli- 
cated one, and it is not easy to follow a 
large number of figures given in this 
way, although the noble Duke has 
delivered his speech with great clearness. 
As far as Lam able to discover, we anti- 
cipate that after the war the deficiency 
in the number of men with the colours 
will be something between 24,000 and 
36,000 men. I regret that I cannot give 
these figures with greater accuracy, but, 
as your Lordships are aware, they must 
be very largely matters of guesswork. 
These figures, of course, will increase to 
a certain extent i! invaliding takes place 
in any very great degree, and there is 
another source of waste which, of course, 
we have no means whatever of antici- 
pating—namely, discharge by purchase. 
Sixteen thousand five hundred men have 
taken the bounty in India to complete 
their colour service for twelve years. Of 
course that, although it makes the de- 
ficiency less in the Regular Arriy, 
depletes to that extent the Reserve, and 
it will make it necessary in the years 
1903-1906, when these men will com- 
plete their colour service, to increase the 
number of recruits for the Army by 
something like 4,000 a year. I am afraid 
that is as far as I can go as to the posi- 
tion of the Regular Army at the end of 
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the war, and that I cannot at this 
moment enter upon the questions of how 
these men will be distributed and what 
garrisons will be maintained in South 
Africa. With regard to the Army 
Reserve, at the beginning of the war the 
Reserves stood in round figures at 
110,000 men. There were 81,000 men 
of the Army Reserve and 29,000 men of 
the so-called Militia Reserve. According 
to the best calculations we can make 
under normal conditions at the end of the 
war, the Army Reserve, will number 
70,000 men, and there will be the dis- 
appearance of the Militia Reserve, as that 
force has now been abolished. But from 
the 70,000 men we have to deduct the 
16,500 who have taken the bounty, which 
reduces the number we estimate for the 
Army Reserve to 53,500. Under normal 
conditions of service, we calculate that 
the Reserve would in time rise to some- 
where about 90,000 men. It would take 
some time to arrive at that figure, but we 
hope to make such arrangements that the 
Reserve will be very largely increased 
above that figure, and that we shall be 
provided with between 150,000 and 
170,000 men. The whole of these 
matters will be laid before the public in 
detail this afternoon by the Secretary of 
State for War, and [ am not in a position 
at this moment to enter into those details, 
nor do I think your Lordships will be 
able to thoroughly discuss these matters 
without fuller knowledge of what it is 
proposed to do. 


House adjourned at five minutes past 
Five o'clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 4th March, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL (sy orpeER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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*(3.22.) Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, 


Mid.) asked the indulgence of the House | 


while he gave his reasons for now support- 


ing the Motion for the Second Reading of | 


this Bill, seeing that in the past he had 


actively and constantly opposed it. Under | 


the circumstances existing at the time, 
he believed he was right in the action 
he took, and, indeed, he did not in any 
way regret it, because he had a well- 
founded belief that he had another and 
better scheme which his constituents 
almost unanimously approved. But the 
facts which justified that opposition no 
longer existed, and he could not continue 
to press it; on the contrary, the new 
facts rendered it imperative that he 
should support the measure before the 
House. The Kingscourt, Keady, and 
Armagh Railway scheme was first 
introduced to the House of Commons in 
1899, and then it was rejected by a 
Committee on the ground that the line 
was only required from Armagh to 
Keady—a distance of eight or nine miles. 
The promoters had previously had an 
understanding with the Midland Com- 
pany of Ireland, under which that 
Company agreed to subscribe capital to 
the extent of £50,000, and to work the 
proposed line for 50 per cent. of the gross 
receipts. From the inception of the 
scheme the promoters clearly rel ed on 
the co-operation cf the Midland Com- 
pany. Primarily the Kingscourt scheme 
was approved by the whole of the people 


of the Armagh district, mainly because | 


it offered for the first time the advantage 
of much needed railway communication, 
and they preferred it to the Northern 
Company's scheme because it was a 
longer line and introduced competition. 
In 1900 the Midland Company renewed 
their agreement with the directors of the 
Kingscourt Company, and at that time 
he had reason to have implicit confidence 
in them. He therefore consented to 
help in the promotion of the Bill, which 
passed guccessfully through Committee. 

But, after it had become law, the Mid- 
land Company declined to be bound by the 
arrangement which they had specifically 
made with the promoters, and, instead, 
they put forward fresh proposals, one of 
which was that they should receive 55 
per cent. of the gross receipts for work- 
ing the line. That, of course, would 
have been absolutely fatal to the 
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financial success of the scheme. In thus 
repudiatingan honourable understanding, 
he held that the Midland Company were 
guilty of a breach of faith. He did not 
think so at the time, for he felt that 
the promoters might have been too 
hasty in arriving at a conclusion, and 
that there might have been some 
misunderstanding. He also thought it 
was so obviously to the interest of the 
Midland Company to carry out this 
scheme that they could not be other- 
wise than anxious to take advantage of 
the opportunity. While his colleagues 
who formed the majority of the Kings- 
court directors despaired of coming to 
any arrangement with the Midland Com- 
pany, and opened up negotiations with 
the Great Northern Company, he felt 
that no effort should be spared to work 
with the Midland Company, and he con- 
sequently opened up fresh n2gotiations 
with them, arriving at such a satisfactory 
arrangement that he was justified in 
opposing the Bill of last session. In 
February last year, before the Second 
Reading of the Bill, he had an interview 
with the Midland Board in Dublin, being 
accompanied thereat by representatives 
of all the public bodies in Co. Armagh, 
as well as the County Council of Meath 
—who were all “acting in full harmony 
with him.” Terms were submitted one by 
one and discussed at length. Instead of 
contributing £50,000, the Midland Com- 
pany agreed to subscribe £100,000, and 
they also undertook to work the line for 
50 instead of 55 per cent. of the gross 
receipts. They further—as security for 
carrying out the arrangement—agreed to 
deposit £10,000 by way of penalty in 
the joint names of the Chairmen of the 
Midland and the Kingscourt Companies. 
These terms were published in the Press 
the next day.and were never contradicted, 
and he wished especially to emphasise 
the fact that the penalty clause was 
absolutely unconditional. Having ob- 
tained those satisfactory promises, he felt 
justified in opposing last year’s Bill to 
the utmost of his power, and in the end 
the measure was thrown out. 
Subsequent events convinced him of the 
utter hopelessness of obtaining the co- 
operation of the Midland Company, and 
of the fact that it was only by means of 
the arrangement contained in the present 
Bill that this much needed railway 
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would be constructed. The history of 
those subsequent events consisted of the | 
starting of aseries of new objections on 
the partof the Midland Company-— | 


objections never raised or even hinted at | 


until after last year’s Bill was rejected by 
Parliament. Immediately one point was 
conceded, another was put forward, it 
being clear that the object of the 
Midland Company was to entirely destroy 
the Kingscourt scheme. They denied, 
for instance, that the penalty clause 
was unconditional and binding; they 
said the £10,000 was only to be de- 
posited as part of the capital, and was 
to be repaid in the event of the scheme 
falling through. They asserted further 
that the deposit was dependent on the 
assent of their shareholders being first 
obtained, and they made no effort to 
obtain that assent, although they had 
plenty of time. That was the first serious 
breach of agreement on the part of the 
Midland Company. Again they raised the 
point that the contract entered into by 
the Kingscourt directors for the con- 
struction of the line should be broken, 
although it had been already signed and 


sealed, and notwithstanding that the 
Kingscourt Company succeeded in 


obtaining the necessary concession from 
their contractor that any or every item 
of the contract should, in case of dis- 
pute, be left to arbitration, the Midland 
Company were not satisfied and refused 
to leave the matter to arbitration. 


One condition put forward at the last 
moment was that the proposed line 
should be constructed as a double line. 
He submitted that that was unneces- 
sary and was most unfair, and that it 
would involve a further expense of 
£50,000, and that such an increased 
expenditure on such a small line would 
be fatal to the success of the railway. 
Obstacle after obstacle had been placed 
in the way of the agreement; the 
Midland Company finally declined to 
make any agreement, alleging that the 
Kingscourt Company were taking powers 
to deal with another Company. Since 
the rejection of this Bill last year, his 
co-directors in the Kingscourt Railway 
Company had worked loyally with him for 
the purpose of perfecting the agreement 
which he had come to with the Midland 
Company, andit was only after every 
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| effort had been made that they relin- 
'quished all hope. He believed this line 
| was urgently required in the neighbour- 
hood and in the district that the railway 
was proposedto run. It would open upa 
populous district, where manufacturers, 
farmers, traders, and others would be 
for the first time brought into railway 
communication, and their prosperity 
thereby increased. The advantage would, 
no doubt, have been greater had the 
element of competition been preserved, 
but he had shown the House that it 
was utterly hopeless that it would ever 
be secured. He was now convinced that 
the Midland Railway had never any 
serious intention of competing; the 
necessity for the railway was beyond 
all question. In every way the need of 
a railway had been expressed, and it was 
hoped by everybody that th's Bill would 
become law. He hoped that the Bill would 
receive a Second Reading and that it 
might be sent to a Committee. 


*(3.35.) Mr. CARVILL (Newry) said 
the hon. Member who had just sat down 
had completely avoided the real question 
before the House. The question was 
whether the House would allow a set of 
promoters to commit a breach of faith. 
The measure now under consideration 
was shown to be a gross breach of faith 
towards a Select Committee of this 
House, and also a breach of faith with 
the public, who looked to this House 
again for the protection extended to 
them last year. The facts, shortly, were 
that in 1900 an Act of Parliament was 
obtained, the leading and overmastering 
feature of which promised to the people 
of Meath, Cavan, Fermanagh, Monaghan, 
Tyrone, and adjacent counties a new 
railway system which would afford much- 
desired through communication between 
the south and the north and _ north- 
west districts, such through route being an 
inland and shorter one, and affording 


long-desired facilities to important 
agricultural and industrial districts 


hitherto not developed by such railway 
accommodation. The existing limited 
facilities were by the coast line of the 
Great Northern system through the sea- 
ports of Dundalk and Drogheda, and the 
rates charged on passengers and cattle, 
which represented the bulk of the trade, 
were high in the extreme. It was for a 
promised reform in these matters that he 
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and others were induced to give evidence 
in support of the Bill, and some twenty- 
six highly representative witnesses were 
examined, whose evidence satisfiel the 
Committee, presided over by the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the 
Knutsford Division of Cheshire, 
that an alternative and competitive 
through route, such as was then proposed, 
was necessary in the public interest. 
Among the witnesses examined were 


Lord Greville on behalf of Meath, Lord | 


Dartrey representing Co. Monaghan, 
and the agent of the Marquess of 
Conyngham (Lord Essex), Lord Sheffield, 
and Sir John Dillon of Lismullen. A 
table of distances was used by the promo- 
ters, and, no doubt, had great weight with 
the Committee, showing the widespread 
benefits to be gained by means of the 
proposed through line. Although the 
line to be made was only thirty-five miles 
in length, it was shown that it would 
bring twenty-three important towns and 
districts enumerated in this table much 
nearer to each other, and that the average 
saving in distance to be effected in respect 
of these places would be twenty-and-a-half 
miles. This table was headed by a 
reference to the saving between Kings- 
court and Castleblaney, which was put 
down at fifty-eight miles; that was to 
say, seventeen miles as against seventy- 
five miles. and between Kingscourt and 
Armagh the saving was shown to be 
fifty-seven miles, a reduction from ninety- 
two to thirty-five. 

Now. the Bill before the House was in 
principle the very reverse of that which 
wa: promised to the public, and which 
secured the approval of Mr. Egerton’s 
Committee; and it therefore falsified 
this table and set it at naught in 


twenty cases out of the twenty-three | 


enumerated, and the present Bill not 
only denied the promised benefits, but. 
if tolerated, would indefinitely block 
the through communication desired by 
the communities in question. ‘The Bill 
of 1900 was opposed by the Great 
Northern Railway Company, who at 
that time submitted a Bill of their own 
to the same Committee. Their line was 
a lengthy zig-zag affair, and was in- 
tended to block the district, and 
it, like the present Bill, proposed. that 
the all-necessary link between Castle- 
blaney and Kingscourt should be dropped. 


Mr. Carvill. 
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It was nothing less than audacious on the 
part of the Great Northern Railway 
Company, controlling now the paper 
company of the speculative contractor, 
to put themselves forward as proper 
parties to be entrusted with the develop- 
ment of any of this district. The Great 
Northern Railway Company, through its 
General Manager, Mr. Plews, told a 
Committee in 1899 in reference to the 
through communication scheme that— 

“We think it a very objectionable thing for 
a line to be interposed like this into a district, 
and we think it is only caleulated t» do mis- 
chief.” 

He added— 

“Tt would, like the Belfast Central Railway, 
keep the Great Northern in hot water. 

Mr. Walkington, a trustee of Darkey 
Works, produced as a witness by the 
Great Northern Company, sa‘d— 

“Mr. Plews held out a threat that if the 
Keady people did not support him, and if the 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Bill passed, 
they would have to buy the line, and if they 
did, they would never make the part to 
Keady.” 

Following this out with a view of 
showing the real intentions of the Great 
Northern Railway respecting this district, 
Mr. Plews estimated the local traffic 
between Armagh and Keady from all 
sources at £2,590 gross per annum, and 
that between Keady and Castleblaney at 
£2,210—in all £4,800. He was not con- 
cerned in exposing the absurdity of the 
financial proposals in this Bill; he rested 
his case on a breach of faith towards a 
Committee of this House, and on the Vote 
of the House last year. But where would 
interest be earned for the required capital 
of £450,000? The Great Northern were to 
work the line at 50 per cent., of the gross 
traffic, which would leave the paltry sum 
of £2,400 to provide interest on £450,000 
capital and debentures. Mr. Plews 
estimated the actual cost of working this 
local line would leave his Company at an 
annual loss of £600 per annum ; that was 
to say, on the Great Northern subscription 
of £50,000 they would receive no dividend, 
while they admitted that a !oss would be 
involved in the working agreement 
entered into of £600 per annum. From 
these figures and the past conduct of the 
Great Northern Railway Company towards 
this district, he submitted that the present 
proceedings were a sham, having no other 
object than to secure territory and to 
prevent its development by any rival 
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Company. It might be said that what he 
was stating was ancient history, but he 
would now read something quite fresh. 
At the meeting of the shareholders of the 
Great Northern Railway on 13th February 
Mr. Garstin, a Director of the Line, of 
Louth, and a large shareholder, said— 

“He had considerable doubt as to tne ex- 
pediency of the line from Castleblaney vo 
Armagh. It was necessary only for the pro- 
tection of the Great Northern line. The 
£50,000 io be contributed would certainly 
water their stock, but the terms of the agree- 
ment were favourable. He doubted if the line 
would ever be made, and they need not be 
disturbed if the Pill came to grief. The ex- 
pediency of securing themselves was the 
reason tor the Bill.” 


The Chairman, in replying, said— 


“With regard to Mr. Garstin’s observation, 
his mind would not be very uneasy as to the 
Armagh and Keady line. Mr. Garstin con- 
sidered that if the line were not made it would 
not hurt them, and if it were made they would 
not get much out of it, but on the whole they 
would protect the interests of their Company.” 


That was the latest information on the 
subject. He submitted that Parliament, 
in refusing a Second Reading of the 
Bill last year, declared that it would not 
countenance a manifest juggle, and in 
following a similar course now it would 
he only respecting itseli,.while at the 
same time it would be protecting the 
public from the altogether unnecesssary 
costs of another Parliamentary inquiry. 
In his opinion the case was, last year, 
fairly and fully submitted, since when 
there was not a single factor changed ; 
and the broad point that Parliament last 
year, with all the necessary facts before 
it, acting with the advice and guidance 
of the Chairman and the three other 
Members of the Committee of 1900, 
decided, was that not only had a breach 
of faith been committed, but also that an 
existing Railway Company distinctly 
interested in blocking a district, rather 
than honestly carrying cut tle com- 
plete scheme approved of by Mr. 
Egerton’s Committee, could not be a 
safe party to entrust with the execution 
of either all or any of the authorised 
public works in question. He thought 
it important to remember that when the 
Act in question was obtained, an Act 
which it was now sought to artfully 
transform, the Select Committee stip- 
ulated, aud the promoters agrecd, that 
for a term of ten years from the opening 


of the line there should be no sale, and the 
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Chairman, the hon. Member representing 
the Knutsford Division of Cheshire, 
added 


‘*T think it is the opinion of the Committee 
that the Great Northern are not to have a 
finger in the Kingscourt if possible.’ 


Notwithstanding that condition, the pro- 
moters of the line were found to have 
been negotiating with the Great Northern 
Railway Company four days after the 
passing of the Bill. 

He was rather curious to see what hon. 
Member, this year, would stand up for 
the Great Northern Railway Company, 
and what case he would try to make. In 
anticipation he could think of nothing 
except that it might be suggested that if 
the Bill were thrown out the people of 
Keady would lose a present chance 
of getting a railway. He had shown 
what that chance was worth, but if any 
hon. Member said that the railway 
to Keady might be made, his answer 
was that the interests of Keady were not 
to be allowed to prejudice and damnify 
the future prospects of the whole country 
lying between the unimportant point of 
Keady and the innumerable other districts 
that had proved their case for through 
communication with Dublin. It might 
be said for Keady that half a loaf was 
better than no bread, but he said there 
was no half loaf in question, not even a 
crumb. But if Keady could get, say, a 
slice, why should the other ninety-nine 
slices of this imaginary loaf be turned 
into stone as against the infinitely more 
important places that were demanding 
that justice to all should be done, and 
that the House should not be influenced 
by the consideration of Keady alone 
and bring bitter disappointment and 
serious permanent loss to innumerable 
districts elsewhere. There might also 
come up, as there did last year, an 
argument on behalf of the monopolists 
of Belfast. The only backers, in fact, that 
the Great Northern had in Ireland were 
in Belfast or in outposts set up from 
Be fast, like Dunrick and Drogheda, 
which were on the Great Northern coast 
line, and which were naturally opposed 
toan inland route. He should hke to 
tell the Belfast representatives that in 
their own ;jcommunity there was great 
difference of opinion as to the tactics 
of the Great Northern Railway Company, 
for last year, when this House declined to 
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be led by the advocates of railway | 
monopoly, two of the leading Belfast 
newspapers in most outspoken language 
hailed with approval the decision of this 
House when it declined to help the Great 
Northern to defeat the completion of a 
through route between Armagh and 
Dublin. He hoped hon. Members, 
especially on the Conservative side, who 
opposed the Second Reading of, the Bill 
last year would not be induced to imitate 
others in the policy of slate cleaning. 
He hoped, rather, for their own credit 
and in the interests of justice they would 
adhere to the clear principle for which 
they voted last year, and that every hon. 
Member would stick to his gun, giving as 
his final answer on the question, ‘‘ What 
I have said, I have said.” He begged to 
move “That the Bill be read a second 
time this day six months.” 


(4.0.) Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.) 
said he desired to second the proposal of 
his hon. friend for two reasons. ‘The first 
was that the Bill, if passed, would give 
a monopoly in the north of Ireland to the 
Great Northern Railway, and the second 
was that a large district in South 
Monaghan and East Cavan would not be 
able to secure railway accommodation at 
all. He would respectfully appeal to hon. 
Members not to reverse the vote of last 
year. The Bill was rejected last year by 
a very large majority, and there was no 
reason whatever why the House suould 
now pass it. He asked hon. Members to 
enter a protest against the Great Northern 
Company coming to the House year after 
year and putting poor people to the 
expense of opposing their projects. 
Hon. Members representing English and 
Scottish constituencies had no idea of 
what the Irish railways were. In England 
and Scotland there was competition ; in 
Ireland there was no competition. If hon. 
Members passed the Bill, they would be 
doing an injustice and an injury of which 
they had no notion. The hon. Member 
for Mid Armagh had put forward no 
argument in favour of the measure. Last 
year the hon. Member was very eloquent 
against the Bill; he was now equally 
eloquent in its favour; but he had for- 
gotten to mention that outside his own 
constituency not a single public body in 
any of the districts affected had passed a 
Resolution in favour of it. He trusted, 
therefore, the House would again reject 


Mr. Carvill. 
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the Bill, and put an end once for all to 
the attempt to monopolise railway tratfic 
in the north of Ireland. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr.Carvill.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


(4.5.) CoLtoner SAUNDERSON 
(Armagh, N.) said that he also executed a 
peculiar manceuvre in connection with last 
year’s Bill. He signed a Whip in opposition 
to the Bill, and then spoke and voted in its 
When he signed that Whip he 
confessed he had not carefully gone into 
the history of the question. When he 
went into it, however, he formed the 
decided opinion that if the Great Northern 
did not make the railway from Castle- 
blaney to Armagh, no railway would ever 
be made at all. When he found that the 
Midland Railway had absolutely refused 
to carry out its promises, he saw very 
clearly that the object of that Company 
was that no railway should be made at 
all. The district concerned was at one 
time populated by a manufacturing 
population ; it wanted a railway, and 
when he found that the Midland Company 
would not make it, he changed his tactics 
and voted for the Bill. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Newry ought not to have devoted 
himself to slating the Great Northern 
Company ; he ought also to have shown 
to the House that if the Bill were thrown 
out the Midland Company would carry 
out its pledges. But he did not attempt 
to persuade the House that the Midland 
Company had any intention whatever of 
making the railway. The House had now 
to decide whether the railway was to be 
made or whether it was not. It mattered 
little which Company made the railway, 
but he was perfectly certain, as the 
inhabitants of Armagh were perfectly 
certain, that unless the Great Northern 
Company made the railway it would not 
be made at all. That was the reason he 
supported the Bill last year and the reason 
why he supported the present Bill. 
His hon. friend last year believed en- 
tirely in the bona fides of the Midland 
Company. He did not know when the 
Bill was discussed last year that his hon. 
friend had previously had an interview 
with the chairman and di:ectors of the 
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Midland Railway Company, at which 
they had promised great things. His 
hon. friend fell a victim to the glamour 
of the chairman. His hon. friend was 
perfectly persuaded that the Midland 
Company had a bona fide intention of 
building the railway. In the short 
speech he made last year he warned his 
hon. friend to beware of the bona fides 
of the Midland Company. The result 
proved that he was correct, and his hon. 
friend now acknowledged that he was 
wrong. His hon. friend having defeated 
the Great Northern Bill, had a further 
interview with the directors of the 
Midland Railway Company. What was 
the result?) They at once picked holes 
in the agreement, and laid down pro- 
positions which they could not possibly 
fulfil. His hon. friend had, however, 
been converted, and ncw supported the 
Bill, as he supported it, because he 
believed that a railway through the 
district would be of immense value to a 
large population, and that it would not 
be built unless the Bill were given 
a Second Reading and sent to a Com- 
mittee. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.) said that on behalf of the 
Government he did not propose to take 
sides as between either of the two com- 
batants. He only wished to support 
the appeal of his right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Trade, and 
also of his right hon.’ friend the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant last 
vear, that the Bill should be allowed to 
gotoa Committee. It was admitted on 
all hands that the district required ruail- 
way accommodation. The valley was 
once prosperous : but that prosperity could 
oly be brought back by means of 
railway communication. Four Bills had 
been introduced since 1899, but, for one 
reason or another, the result was that 
railway accommodation had not yet been 
provided. He thought if the appeal of 
his two right hon. friends last year to 
give the Bill a Second Reading had been 
listened to, all the cireumstances could 
have been investigated. Hon. Members 
were not ina position to express a definite 
opinion on the wisdom of the scheme. 
The House was not the proper place to 
enter into the details, and he therefore 
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asked the House to pass the Second 
Reading and send the Bill to a Committee. 


(4.15.) Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, 
N.) said that the history of this Bill 
was the history of the discredit of 
Irish railways throughout the country. 
It possessed all the wealth, all the 
loyalty, and all the dishonesty of 
the Kingdom. The two great trunk 
lines, one on the East Coast, and the: 
other in the centre of Ireland, lying ten 
miles apart, agreed, on the principle of 
European Powers, to have “spheres of 
influence ’—those were the actual words 
of the agreement—and that in the belt of 
land which intervened between their 
lines neither should construct a_ line, 
with the result that all the factories in 
this district, which at one time were 
prosperous, had to pay 5s. or 6s. a ton 
more for their coal than if they had had 
a line through their district. Coal was 
as necessary for their existence as the 
atmosphere for the existence of human 
beings. At last another Company, in- 
dependent of these two potential powers, 
oscillating between the two, tried to get 
one to out-diddle the other. Either 
great Company was willing to cut the 
throat of the other and sacrifice the 
interest of the country, neither cared what 
happened in the intervening belt, and for 
years and years each of them did a series 
of competitive swearings which would do 
credit to the highest efforts of an alibi 
witness at the Old Bailey. All the time 
these poor people were gasping their 
lives out for want of railway communi- 
cation. He agreed with what had been 
said by the hon. Members for Govan 
and Newry about preferring the glitter- 
ing shadow to the actual substance. If 
the Midland Railway would take up the 
Bill he would give them his blessing, 
and if the Bill were read a second time 
he would suggest that the Committee 
should give the Midland Company an 
opportunity to fulfil their obligations ; 
but when a Gentleman like the hon. 
Member for Mid Armagh got up, with 


all the experience of the Midland 
that he had, and, took the action 
that he had, it proved the hope- 
lessness of expecting that Company 


to come forward to guarantee the 
loan, without which the line could not 
be built. This Company had put forward 
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the same statements this year as hum- 
bugged the hon. Member for Mid Armagh 
last year. If they were will ng to find 
the capital, why did they not call a 
meeting of their shareholders and get 
the necessary warranty? Then, if they 
came before the Committee, they would 
be bound to find the £100,000 required. 
The Second Reading of the Bill would 
not preclude the making of the new 
road at the hands of the Great Northern 
Company, but it would give the Midland 
Company, if it was honest, which he 
did not believe, the opportunity of find- 
ing the £100,000. ‘The interests of 
Keady and the interests of the district 
generally should not be sacrificed to the 
brilliant shadow of the through route, 
and he hoped the Bill would be read @ 
second time. The Government should 
also consider the whole question of the 
railway policy in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) 
said it was perfectly true that large and 
important interests were involved in 
this matter. But the action of the 
Government last year in giving the 
control of a certain section of this new 
route to the Great Northern Railway 
had effectually prevented a through 
route being made in this district. He 
supported the Second Reading. 


(4.28.) Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
expressed the opinion that local interests 
ought not to be allowed to over-ride the 


general interests of the country. The 
hon. Member for Mid Armagh was 


between the devil and the deep sea. As a 
director of the Company he last year 
opposed this Bill, but his constituents 
wanted it, and he could not help himself ; 
he was hound to support it. But those 
who had regard to the whole commerce 
of the country could not allow a small 
line like this to be built, and thereby 
prevent a large through route being 
opened in the future. Keady and 
Armagh had obtained a Bill authorising 
them to build this line ; they were supposed 
to be an independent Company, and they 
were the persons supposed to build it. 
Instead of doing so, directly they obtained 
Parliamentary powers they went and 
tried to sell this thing, first to the Mid- 
land and then to the Great Northern 
Railway. These gentlemen had, in his 
opinion, come to the House and obtained 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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these powers on fraudulent pretences, 
When they got powers to build the rail- 
way they had no intention of carrying 
out the work. They went about offering 
to sell to the other companies in order to 
get the best terms they could. He sub- 
mitted that no body of gentlemen had a 
right to come before a Committee of this 
House stating that they were going to 
build a railway when they had no inten- 
tion of doing so. He was not prepared 
to take the Attorney General for Ireland 
as his authority in regard to railway 
matters. The right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to be peculiarly ignorant of the 
ways of railway companies in Ireland. 
They were superior to the right hon. 
Gentleman. The House was asked to 
pass this Bill and lay down a principle 
which was entirely subversive of the 
interests of commerce in Ireland. He 
respected the action of the hon. Member 
for Mid Armagh, who brought forward 
the Bill. He saw the difficulty the hon. 
Member was in, but he trusted the House 
would carry out the behests of the Com- 
mittee upstairs. 


(4.35.) Mr. McVEIGH (Down, 5.) 
said that the promoters of the Bill did 
not come to the House with clean hands. 
When the Kingscourt line was authorised 
the Company agreed that they would 
not allow the railway to be sold when 
built. They gave repeated assurances 
that they were able to find the capital, 
and to carry out the undertaking, but 
after obtaining the Bill under false pre- 


tences, they went cadging from one 
Company to another to supply them with 


the funds. The Attorney General for 
Ireland had asked the House to allow the 
Bill to go to a Second Reading. That 
was a very proper attitude for a lawyer. 
There had been Committees on this Bill 
until he thought the House was sick of 
them. He thought lawyers had got 
more out of the Kingscourt and Armagh 
Railway than would have built two 
railways. He was not surprised that 
the Attorney General should be anxious 
to secure for his brother lawyers a con- 
tinuance of the golden harvest they had 
had. They were not all lawyers. The 
principle had been laid down by this 
House that the Great Northern Com- 
pany of Ireland should not be allowed a 
monopoly over this district. If the 
House passed the Second Reading of 
the Bill, they would not only stultify 
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themselves, but also inflict serious injury 
on the entire district proposed to be 
served by the railway. 


* (4.39.) THe CHANCELLOR or THE 
EXCHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEacu, 
Bristol, W.): I have done my best to 
consider the statement circulated by the 
parties for and against the measure, 
and there are two things that I 
have learned. The first is that hon. 
Members of this House, who ought to 
widerstand the matter, have changed 
their opinion of it since last year; and 
secondly, it is perfectly clear that the 
subject ought to be referred to a Select 
Committee. My only object in rising 
is to ask whether we have not sufficiently 
discussed the matter, and whether we 
may not now take the division. 


Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.) rose 
to address the House, and 


Mr. CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER rose in his place, and claimed 
to move, ‘“ That the Question be now 
put;”” but Mr. Speaker withheld his 
assent, because he was of opinion that 
the House was prepared shortly to come 
toa decision without that Motion. 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. KENNEDY said he desired to 
intervene in this debate for the purpose 
only of presenting to the House the 
County Meath side of ‘the question now 
before it. The County Council of Meath, 
of which he was Chairman, had passed a 
resol tion asking this House not to 
consent to the proposed abandonment of 
the line of railway between Kingscourt 
and Armagh, and their reason for 
passing that resolution was that they 
believed if the Great Northern Company 
got the powers which they sought under 
this Bill they would be bound in their 
own interests to prevent the lower half 
of the Kingseourt and Armagh Railway 
being made, so as to avoid a connection 
with the Midland Line from Kingscourt 
to Navan. Now, the people of Meath 
looked upon this connection as necessary 
to the future commercial and industrial 
prosperity of their county. They had 
in County Meath but one industrial 
centre, namely, at Navan; here they 
had a large corn milling trade and one 
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few woollen factories in 
Ireland. It was therefore of great im- 
portance that they should have a direct 
railway connection, extending beyond 
their own borders and especially with 
the inland northern counties. Now this 
was just what they had not got, though 
they had a more than usual supply of 
railway lines at Navan; indeed, that 
town was known locally as the Crewe of 
County Meath, but it hon. Members 
turned to the map which had been 
issued by his hon. friend the Member 
for Newry they would see that of five 
lines leading from Navan no less than 
three terminated within County 
Meath, or at its borders, and failed to 
connect with the industrial centres of 
the adjoining counties ; one of these lines 
terminated at Athloy on the borders of 
West Meath, one at Oldcastle on the 
borders of Cavan, and one, that with 
which they were concerned, at Kingscourt, 
also on the borders of the North. There- 
fore, while they were most anxious to 
preserve the policy of the open door in 
their commercial relations with the 
North of Ireland, they found themselves: 
brought by two lines of railway in sight 
of the land of promise, and then they 
were left in the wilderness. He asked the- 
House was this the way to encourage 
the only struggling industries in 
County Meath which were endeavouring 
to hold their own against tremendous 
odds at the town of Navan? He would 
appeal to the House to pause before 
giving a decision which would for ever 
close to Navan industries the open door 
of the North. Nodoubt there was much 
in the argument that they had not 
availed themselves of their opportunity 
in past years to give effect to the Act 
of 1900, but the Midland Railway 
now promised to subscribe £50,000 to 
the construction of the railway so author- 
ised, and to work it for 50 per cent. of 
the receipts: in this fact they saw a 
prospect of that line being constructed, 
but they might ask why had they not 
done so before now? He held no 
brief for the Midland Company; he was 
disposed to say, “ A plague on all their 
railway companies,” because between 
them they were strangling the struggling 
industries of the country; but he under- 
stood that the Midland Company felt them- 


selves hitherto prevented by some private 
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agreement made between themselves and 
the Great Northern Company, by which 
they bound themselves not to encroach 
on what they impudently call their res- 
pective territories for a certain number 
of years. That agreement would, he 
understood, expire this year or next, and 
then the Midland Company would be 
free to construct this line. While he felt 
the House would properly condemn this 
principle of companies taking upon them- 
selves any right to restrict the develop- 
ment of railway enterprise, he asked hon. 
Members whether they would not be 
putting a premium on such undertakings 
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by allowing the Great Northern Company 
to avail themselves of this contraband 
agreement with the Midland Company to 
preserve their monopoly in the North of 
Ireland, and he would therefore ask the 
House to withhold their consent to the 
Bill now before the House to enable them 
to evade the pernicious effects of the 
agreement referred to. 


(4.46.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 263 ; Noes, 
76. (Division List No. 56.) 
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Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
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337 Kingscourt, &c., 


Macartney, Rt. HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh, W | 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Maxwell, RtHonSirH E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(D’mfriesshire 
Mellor, Kt. Hon. John William 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mooney, John J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Charles P. (Glouc. Stroud 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Burns, John 

Cameron, Robert 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Kvans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Main Question put and agreed to. | 


| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
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Pierpoint, Robert | 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard , 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Shar 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 


| Redmond, John E.(Waterford) | 


Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J. 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J. E. B. (Isle of Wight 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington | 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) | 


Smith, H.C(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt. HnC.R. (Northants 


NOES, 


Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Langley, Batty 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MeVeigh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Jo-:eph 

Price, Robert John 
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Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 


| Thomas Alfred(Glamorgan, E. ) 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Vincent,Col. Sir C.E.H(S’etfield 


Walrond. Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Walton, John Lawson({ Leeds,S. ) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt. -Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts. ) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


| Wilson, A.Scanley( York, E. R. ) 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J.H.{Worcestersh. ,N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir James Haslett and 
Mr. John Gordon. 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abei (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Wilson. Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Carvill and 
Carew. 


Mr. 


Bill read a second time and committed. 








339 Rathmines and Rathgar 
RATHMINES AND RATHGAR URBAN 


DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 
The following Notiee stood on the 


Paper :—“ That it be an Instruction 
to the Committee that they shall 
arrange to have the urban district 


of Rathmines and Rathgar divided into 
four wards.” —( Mr. Field.) 


*\MIn. SPEAKER: The Instruction of 
the hon. Member is not in order, being 
irrelevant to the Bill. 


(4.48.) Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 
S.) said he did not wish to stand 
between the House and the next business 
on the Paper, which he knew was most 
important, but he hoped the House would 
bear with him for a few minutes on 
a matter of great local concern to his 


constituents. Judging by the past. his- 
tory of the Rathmines and Rathgar 
Urban District Council, it seemed to 


be a wholly necessary and desirable pre- 
caution that this instruction should be 
passed by the House of Commons. ‘This 
was a Bill which sought to confer various 
powers upon the Rathmines and Rathgar 
Urban District Council, and not the least 
important portion of the Bill was the 
portion dealing with finance. Under 
Clause 38 of the proposed Bill, the Council 
sought powers to borrow, in excess of 
their present powers, sums of money 
amounting in the aggregate to £114,000. 
At the present time the Council had 
borrowed up to the limit of its borrowing 
powers a sum of money amounting to 
£453,403. The valuation of the township 
was £152,637. The amount of debts due 
by this Council as officially given 
was £338.439. At the end of March, 
1899, the total amount of loans outstand- 
ing in connection with money borrowed 
for local purposes in London averaged 
£1 7s. 7d. in the £ on the valuation. In 
Rathmines it averaged £2 10s. in the 
£; that was 8&4 per cent. more than in 
London, one of the greatest and wealthi- 
est cities in the world. In other dis- 
tricts in England, the debts of the loca! 
authorities averaged £1 13s, 4d. in the £. 
Rathmines and Rathgar exceeded that 
average by over 50 per cent. If the 
position were to be examined by the test 
of population, the debts incurred for 
local purposes in London averaged 
£11 6s. 3d., and outside London £8 7s. 6d. 
per head, The ratepayers in Rath- 
mines were committed to an average 
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debt of £11 16s. 5d. per head of the 
population. That was, each individual 
owed 10s. 2d. more than the Londoner, 


and £3 8s. 1ld. more than each member.- 


of the English population excluding the 
Metropolis. 


Now he came to the causes from 
which had arisen this deplorable 
financial condition. This Council had, in 
the past, made blunder after blunder. 
Their estimates were unreliable, and their 
financial policy had been unsound. They 
had robbed Peter to pay Paul, and if 
they continued in the future as they had 
acted in the past, they would eventually 
place themselves in a financial position 
which would, to say the least of it, be 
unenviable. And while this Council was. 
in this extraordinary financial position, 
they proceeded to launch upon the most 
extravagant expenditure. They had built 
a Town Hall, the cost of which no one 
had been able to discover. Had two 
alone of their former estimates—those 
for electric lighting and for water—been 
carried out according to the estimates 
furnished and recommended for adoption 
by the ratepayers, the Council would 
have saved the township £5,300 a year, 
or 8d. in the £ on the valuation. But, 
what happened? The electric lighting, 
though estimated to cost at the outside 
£50,000, had already cost £71,000, and 
by this Bill they sought to expend a 
further sum of £40.000, bringing up the 
amount to £161,000—or three times the: 
original estimate. Again, take the water 
works contracts. They had a water 
supply cheap and plentiful at their very 
door, but still they started off to obtain 
an independent supply of their own, and 
with what result ? ‘The original estimate 
was for £100,000 ; but up to the present 
the water supply had cost £215,000, and 
this Bill contemplated a further ex- 
penditure of £15,000, bringing the total 
expenditure for water works up to 
£230,000, or £130,000 more than the 
original estimate. Judging, therefore, 
by the past history of this Council, he 
thought he was justified in proposing that 
limit should be placed upon 
their extravagance, and that the unfortu- 
nate ratepayers, if this Bill 
was limited, as he proposed to limit it, 
would still be saddied with a debt equal 
to three and a half times their valuation. 


some 


who, even 
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341 Private Bull 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Rathmines and Rathgar 
Urban District Council Bill that they 
shall limit the amount of money to such 
asum, to be borrowed under Section 38 
under each head, as shall not exceed the 
amount of the estimate upon which the 
contract is made.” —(Mr. Biovie:) 


Mr. FIELD said he could not quite 
understand why private Bills, which dealt 
with large sums of public money, should be 
easily dismissed without consideration. 
The questions involved in the present Bill 
were very important to the ratepayers of 
Rathmines and Rathgar. It had been 
argued that no petitions had been lodged 
against this Bill, but that was for the 
reason that petitions were so expensive. 
The reproductive loans borrowed by the 
Urban Council of Rathmines and Rathgar 
amounted to £259,000, and these would 
not produce enough in the present genera- 
tion to effect any material reduction in 
taxation. But the unproductive loans 
reached the vast sum of £122,000, which, 
he thought, was a sufficient burden. 
Since 1885 the Council had borrowed 
on an average £27,500 per year, which 
involved under the headings of interest 
and sinking fund an annual payment of 
£2,500 more than the total revenue of 
the township in 1881. The Council 
had exhausted their present borrowing 
powers, which amounted to £453,200, 
which entailed a payment of £17,000 per 
annum in interest ; and now it was pro- 
posed to increase this enormous sum by 
£114,000 additional. A large number of 


ratepayers objected to the proposals in| 


the Bill as useless and extravagant, and 
they condemned the Council’s estimates as 
utterly unreliable. 


(5.18.) Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN or | 


WAYS anp MEANS (Mr. JEFFREYs, 
Hampshire, 
to oppose this mandatory Instruction. 


It was of a very unusual kind. 
He would remind the House that 
the Committee upstairs had full 


powers to consider all these financial 
arrangements. 


House by both the hon. Gentlemen, it 
was impossible for the House to follow 
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N.) said he felt bound | 


Although the figures | viz. :— 


had been carefully brought before the | 
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| them in detail, and of coming to their own’ 
conclusion. If this instruction were 
| carried, it would limit the discretion of 
the Committee, for they would have no 
power to do anything except fulfil the 
Instruction. No doubt all these financial 
proposals would be carefully considered 
by the Committee. He would remind 
'the House that this Bill had been un- 
-animously approved by the Rathmines 
and Rathgar Urban District Council, 
and aso at a meeting of the ratepayers 
and residents of the neighbourhood. 
He could not help thinking that after 
the discussion in this House the Com- 
mittee would carefully consider what 
had been brought forward by the two 
hon. Members, and he hoped the Motion 
for the Instruction would not be perse- 
vered with. 


Business. 


Mr. MOONEY said that in view of 
the statement made by the Deputy 
Chairman of Committees he begged leave 
to withdraw his Motion. 


Motion by leave withdrawn. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz. :-— 

Great Central and Midland Railways 

(South Yorkshire Railways) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR AD- 
DITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING 


ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the petition for additional pro- 
vision in the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 


them, whereas the Committee upstairs|to the Select Committee on Standing 
would have an opportunity of studying | Orders. 


VOL, CIV. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 


N 
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THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND | 
MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table announced the | 
navoidable absence of the Ghairman of 
Ways and Means. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS). 
Petition for Bill; referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders, 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY | 
BIL 


Petition for additional provision ; | 
referred to the Examiners of petitions | 
for private Bills. 


CHARD GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


4. “That, in the case of the Rhymney 
Railway Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with; 
that the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill, provided that Clause 5 be 
struck out of the Bill.” 

5. “That, in the case of the Hove, 


Worthing, and _ District Tramways 


petition, the Standing Orders ought not 


| to be dispensed with.” 


First four Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
SELECTION. 
Mr. Hatsgy reported from the 


'Committee of Selection, That they had 
selected Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk) to be 
a Member of the Parliamentary Panel of 


|'Members of this House to act as 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. [By ORDER. ] 
Read a second time, and committed. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


FAREHAM GAS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 

1. “That, in the case of the London 
County Council (Subways and Tram- 
ways) Bill, petition for dispensing with 
Standing Order 129 in the case of the 
petition of the ‘Promoters of the 
Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 1) Bill 
[Lords]’ against the Bill, the said 
Standing Order ought to be dispensed 
with.” 


2. “ That, in the case of the Tyneside | 


Tramways and Tramroads Bill {Lords}, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 
pensed with; that the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill, 


Commissioners in ‘pursuance of the 
provisions of The Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 





COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT). BILL. 


Petitions in favour : From Barlborough ; 
Hanley (Nos. 1 and 3, Deep Pit, and 
Racecourse ; Grange ; Burslem ; Sneyd ; 
Wet Earth and Dee Eye ; Wheat Sheaf ; 
Pendlebury (two); Newton (two); 
Whitwick ; International ; Garw District ; 
Glyneymmer ; Hazel Slade ; Coppice; 
Old Coppice ; East Cannock ; Jeromes; 
Henllys Vale; Quarry Bank; Rishton; 
Town Bent; Rose Hill; Netherton; 
Darby End; Pontllanfraith ; Rocking- 
ham (No. 1) ; Writhlington ; Kilmersdon ; 
Huish Pit; Foxcote Pit; Braysdown; 
Ludlow’s Pit; Camerton; Clandown,; 
Tyning Pit ; Wallsall Wood ; Aldridge; 
Ibstock ; Ellestown; Coleorton; and, 
Old Hill Collieries; to lie upon the 
Table. 


provided that Tramway No. 4 and, 


Tramroad No. 9 be struck out of the 
Bill.” 

3. “That, in the case of the Halifax 
Corporation Bill, petition for additional 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL AND 
| MN ES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Pendlebury, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


provision, the Standing Orders ought to | 


be dispensed with; that the parties 
be permitted to introduce their additional 
provision, if the Committee on the Bill 
think fit.” 


| LICENSING BILL. 

_ Petitions in favour: From Southport, 
jand Independent Methodist Churches; 
| to lie upon the Table. 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petition from Acton, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Questions. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 

Petitions in favour : From Oxford, West 
London, and Edgbaston; to lie upon 
the Table. 

MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Hanley (Nos. 
1 and 3 and Racecourse); Grange ; 


Burslem ; Brownhills ; Deep Pit ; Sneyd ; | 
Newtown (twe) ; Dee Eye ; Garw ; Wheat | 


Sheaf ; Pendlebury (two) ; Ystradgvnlais ; 
International ; Barlborough ; Whitwick ; 
Glyncymmer; Old Coppice ; 
Chase ; Brereton ; West Cannock (No. 3) ; 
Lochgally ; New Tredegar; Clandown 
Pit ; Camerton; Ludlow’s Pit; Huish 


Pit; Writhlington; Rishton; Windy- | 
gate; Wemyss; Tillicoultry; Clack- 
mannan;  Kilmersdon; Braysdown ; | 


Tyning Pit ; Darby End ; Devon; Alloa ; 
Alva; Quarry Bank; Pontllanfraith ; 
Silkstone ; Barnsley; Rockingham (No. 
1); Walsall Wood ; Varteg ; Netherton ; 
Old Hill; Aldridge; Gilfach; Darran ; 
Ellistown ; Coleorton; Ibstock; Town 
Bent ; and Higher Ince Collieries ; to lie 
apon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Dundee ; 
Ferintosh ; Fort William ; Seafield ; and, 
Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 

ROYAL DECLARATION. 

Petition from Herne Bay, against 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Blackpool 
(four); and Leytonstone (two); to lie 
upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR (TRIAL OF 
COMMANDANT KRITZINGER). 
Petition from Rochdale, for clemency ; 
to lie upen the Table. 





RET URNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 


Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Bexhill 
and Rotherfield Railway (Abandonment) 
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| Bill and the objects thereof [pursuant to 
| Stunding Order 1584]; referred to the 
| Committee on the Bill. 


EVICTED FARMS (IRELAND). 


| Return presented, relative thereto 
(ordered 18th February; Mr Dillon]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


| ARGENTINE REPUBLIC (No. 1, 1902). 
__ Copy presented, of Report by the Hon. 
E. Scott on the Welsh Colonies in Chubut 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 24th January; Sir John Leng]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COMMISSION OF THE PEACE (IRELAND). 


Returns ordered, “for each county, 
city, and borough in Ireland of the names 
of the persons holding the Commission of 
_ the Peace, and giving the date of appoint- 

ment of each such Justice, and, so far as 
can be ascertained, the designation, pro- 
fession, or occupation of each such person 
at the time of his appointment to the 
Commission of the Peace, stating at the 
foot of the Return for each county, city, 
and borough, so far as can be ascertained, 
_and with such accuracy as is possible, in 
the absence of any official record, the 
_aggregate number of such persons that 
are Protestants, specifying their de- 
| nominations, the number that are Roman 
|Catholics, and the number that are 
| members of any other religious denomina- 
,tion, and the number of such persons 
that are of each such designation, pro- 
| fession, or occupation, so far as the same 
| can be ascertained.” 
| “For the whole of Ireland, of the 
| number of such persons of each religious 
denomination that are of each such 
| designation, profession, or occupation, 
| so far as the same can be ascertained.” 

“And of the number of such persons 
usually resident in such county, city, or 
borough (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 397, of Session 1895).”— 
(Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh.) 


(5.20.) QUESTIONS. 





South African War—Weekly List of 
Surrenders and Prisoners. 
Mr. 


LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
N 2 
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of State for War whether the weekly 
lists of surrenders and prisoners furnished 
by Lord Kitchener are confined to fight- 
ing burghers, or whether they include 
persons who, either from age or otherwise, 
are not capable of effectively bearing 
arms. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): As far as I am aware, the lists are 
confined to fighting burghers. 


- Klerksdorp Disaster. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will state the actual 
number of the forces engaged at Klerks- 
dorp when Von Donop’s convoy was 
captured ; and if he will state the reason 
why so many details of different com- 
panies and different battalions were 
comprised in the British forces ; will he 
say whether all the wagons and carts 
captured were empty; what has become 
of the guns; and whether any account 
has reached him of the fate of the re- 
mainder of the force besides the 653 men 
already accounted for. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I have no 
information beyond what has already 
been published. 


Boer Hostages on Trains. 


Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether, in view 
of the agreements of the International 
Conferences on the Rules of War at 
Brussels in 1874, and at the Hague in 
1899, that any compulsion of the popula- 
tion of occupied territory to take part in 
military operations against its own 
country is prohibited, that non-combat- 
ants are entitled to be treated as prisoners 
of war, that the tasks imposed on them 
shall have nothing todo with military 
operations, he will give instructions that 
the compulsory placing of non-combatant 
Boers upon military trains which are 
liable to attack by the enemy shall no 
longer be persisted in; and, if not, will 
he explain why this should not be done. 


{COMMONS} 








questions. 348 


Lorp STANLEY: Will the hon. 
Member kindly refer to the reply to 
a Question put by him on the 6th Febru- 
ary,t to which I have nothing to add. 


Remounts—Selection. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War what steps have been 
taken to remedy Lord Kitchener’s com- 
plaint of the 15th January that some of 
the horses arriving in South Africa were 
not well selected, and some were arriving 
in bad condition. 


Lorp STANLEY: We are carefully 
dealing with all the points involved, but 
I cannot make a full statement in answer 
to a Question. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Can the noble Lord 
say why it is that after the war having 
lasted two years the officers employed 
on this duty do not select horses properly ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, érder! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Meat Contract—Captured Boer Cattle. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether, in view of the 
numbers of cattle and sheep reported as 
having been captured by the troops in 
South Africa, the authorities will con- 
sider the advisability of modifying the 
Bergl contract for frozen meat, so as to 
enable the utilisation of the captured 
herds as a supply of fresh meat. 


Lorp STANLEY: As I have already 
explained to the House, the captured 
cattle are retained and will be issued 
as required. Provision is made for this 
in No. 8 of the Conditions of the Con- 
tract. 


Comforts for the Troops—Missing Parcels. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if he is aware 
that parcels containing clothing and other 
articles, posted on 30th September and 
20th November, 1901, and addressed to 
Trooper Rutherford Spence Ogle, of the 
14th Company Northumberland and 
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Durham Yeomanry, in South Africa, 
have not yet been delivered ; and whether 
he can state why these goods have not 
been delivered. 


LorD STANLEY: I[ am not aware of 
this matter. The hon. Member should 
address any communication he would like 
to make on the subject to the Officer in 
Charge of Gifts, Cape Town, if the 
parcels were sent through the Staff Em- 
barking Officer at Southampton, or the 
General Post Office if they were posted in 
the ordinary way. 


Mr. FENWICK: But why will not 
the War Office inquire? Why should 
Members be put to the trouble and | 
expense of making inquiries as to what | 
i s evidently a dereliction of duty on the 
part of the War Office ? 


{No answer was returned. } 


War Office—Correspondence Delays. 

CoLtonEL SADLER (Middlesbrough) : 
I beg toask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called to complaints that letters sent to 
the War Office respecting arrears of pay 
are not replied to promptly, and, having 
regard to the delay that sometimes | 
must occur in settling up the pay of 
Yeomanry and Volunteers returned 
from South Africa, whether he will 
direct that explanations be sent to each 
person concerned. 


Lorp STANLEY: Iam not aware 
that complaints have been made that 
letters to the War Office on the subjects | 
mentioned have not been replied to 
promptly since the special steps taken. 
If my hon. and gallant friend will give 
me definite particulars, I will have 
inquiry made. 


Essex Regiment—The French Imperial 
= Eagle. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the Essex Regiment will 
now be permitted to carry the badge of 
the French Imperial Eagle on their 
uniform and accoutrements. 


Lorp STANLEY: The matter is 
under consideration. 
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Under Age Enlistments. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
purchase of discharge from the Army is 
in the meanwhile stopped, and to the 
consequently large number of boys enlisted 
under the regulation age of eighteen, 
whose eo are unable to assist them, 
he will consider the advisability of 
amending the soldier’s attestation paper, 
Army Service, B. 265, so that the liability 
to a punishment which is at present 
only applicable to the giving a false 
answer to the last seven questions put 
to the recruit may also apply to the 
question as to his age. 


Lorp STANLEY: It was, I think, 
explained to the hon. Member last 
session that, as a man’s actual age is 
held not to be a matter within his 
personal knowledge, it is not considered 
possible to take proceedings against him 
for a false answer. 


Yeomanry Commissions. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, with reference to instructions 
contained in War Office Order No. $278, 
of 28th January, 1902, requesting Yeo- 
manry officers to resign their commis- 
sions and to ask for new commissions 
under the provisions of The Yeomanry 
and Militia Act, 1901, the War Office 
intends to dispense with the services of 
such Yeomanry officers as feel themselves 
unable to fulfil the conditions of the said 
Act, but who are at the same time will- 
ing to continue their service under the 
old conditions. 


Lorp STANLEY: When the reports 
from the various regiments have been 
received, my right hon. friend will be 
able to make a complete statement on 
the subject. 


Ilford Rifle Range. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid.) : I beg toask the Secretary of State 
for War if the rifle range at Ilford, in 
Essex, which has been for many years in 
existence and has been of service not 
only to Essex but to Metropolitan 











Volunteers, has been closed on account 
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of the action of a few residents in the | Transport—Demurrage and Time Charter 
neighbourhood ; and whether the War | Hire. 


Office intends to take action under the | Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
Defence Act to prevent the definite loss | 1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
of this range. Var whether, in view of the debate 
STANLEY: No, Sir. of next Monday, and of a promise 


Lorp This| made by him last June, he will lay 
range was closed on the recommendation | ypon the Table in the course of the 


of a special Board of officers, on account | present week a Return of all sums 
of its being, in their opinion, unsafe. The | spent in payment of demurrage and of 
reply to the last paragraph is in the} time charter hire of steamships (under 
negative. _charter to the Government for the 


Army Expenditure—Contribution of India. | purposes of the South African war) in 





Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I) 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
India whether he will give the amount 
paid by India to the War Office or Home 
Government for the home charges of 
British soldiers for the years, 1898, 1899, 
1900, and 1901, respectively. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The charges are as follow :— 
1897-8, £1,260,324 ; 1898-9, £1,277,246 ; 
1899-1900, £1,112,314; 1900-01 (estimat- 
ed net charge), £1,116,163. 


British Forces in India. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state the strength of British 
infantry, cavalry, and artillery. 
exclusive of garrison batteries, in India 
at the end of the years 1898, 1899, 
1900, and 1901, respectively. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 
considered 
figures. 


It is not 
expedient to give these 


The Chinese Regiment. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
he will state when the decision was 
taken to raise the numbers of the 
Chinese regiment to 1,514, when the 
decision was taken to disband the 
regiment, and why the House is now 
asked to vote 1,082 men for the 
regiment. 


Lorp STANLEY: Authority was 
given to recruit up to twelve companies 
on 23rd November, 1900. As to the 
disbandment, no final decision has as 
yet been made 


respect of time when these vessels were 
not actually engaged in loading, trans- 
porting, or discharging. 


*THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): As a large part of the transport 
work during the war has been carried 
out by the Admiralty, I will ask leave 
to answer the hon. Member. I am 
unable to trace the promise to which 
he refers, but I shall be able, before 
the debate on Monday, to furnish him 
with a Statement showing the amount 
spent in payment of demurrage. | 
cannot at present undertake to give 
an adequate reply to the second part 
of the Question. The compilation of 
such a Return as that asked for would 
take a long time, and when furnished 
would be misleading, as many of the 
ships were detained for military purposes, 


and not on account of any difficulty 


connected with the discharge or recep- 
tion of the troops or horses they con- 
veyed. Transports on time charter have 
not been engaged for the conveyance of 
stores. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES § (Lynn 
Regis): Is it the case that the 
Admiralty has the arrangement of 
the freights from foreign countries to 
South Africa ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I said a 
large part of the work was arranged 
by the Admiralty. A portion is done 
by the War Office, as the Return will 
show. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: 
expect the Statement ? 


When may we 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Before 


Monday. 
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Friday. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
I can do that. 


I think | 


{4 MARcH 1902} 
Mr. M‘KENNA: I should like it by | 
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passed by the Jamaica Legislature last 
July, authorising the arrest and imprison- 
ment. without sworn evidence, of persons 
| suspected to be in unlawful possession of 


| agricultural produce, and allowing flog- 


| ging as a punishment after a second con- 


Sugar Bounties Conference. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I beg to, 
ask the Under Secretary of State for | 
Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s | 
Government can now make a statement 
regarding the conclusions arrived at by | 
the Brussels Conference on sugar boun- | 
ties; and when Papers relating to the 
subject will be presented to Pariiament. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.) (for Lord CRANBORNE) :His Majesty’s 
Government cannot make a statement 
on the subject while the Conference is 
still sitting. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I beg to ask the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer a Question of which I 
have given private notice, and which 
arises out of statements which have ap- 
peared in the Press regarding the pro- 
ceedings at the Sugar Conference, namely, 
whether His Majesty’s Government will 
undertake to afford the House an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the question before 
this country is committed to any inter- 
national obligations which would involve 
any limitation of that absolute freedom 
in the matter of preferential trading 
relations within the British Empire, 
which freedom was secured at the 
instance o! all our leading colonies by 
the denunciation of the German and 
Belgian Treaties in 1897. 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: Any obliga- 
tion entered into at the Sugar Con- 
ference on behalf of this country will, of 
course, be subject to ratification at a 
considerable period after the Convention 
has been concluded, and there will be 
ample opportunity for their considera- 
tion by this House. 


Flogging in Jamaica. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, with reference 
to his statement in the House on 15th 
August, whether Law No. 21 of 1901, 


_viction, has now been considered by him 


and received the Royal Assent. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have ad- 


vised His Majesty to disallow the Law 


referred to, and it has been disallowed 
accordingly. 


Answers to Colonial Questions. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if, in view of the 
importance of and interest taken in 
matters relating to the Colonies, he will 
cause the answers to questions addressed 
in this Hcuse to his Department to be 
promptly placed in the library, as is done 
in the case of Questions addressed to the 
Foreign Office. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The diffi- 
culties of extending the existing facilities 
have been explained on more than one 
occasion, and I do not see my way to 
acceding to the request of the hon. Mem- 
ber, although I shall always be happy to 
show any particular reply to any Mem- 
ber asking for it. 


Handcuffing of Convicted Anti-vaccina- 
tionists. 

Mr. BAYLEY : On behalf of the hon: 
Member for Mid Derbyshire, I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether he is aware that two 
working men, who were arrested by the 
Belper police on Thursday last for de- 
fault under the Vaccination Acts, were 
handcuffed on their ,way to prison, al- 
though they offered no resistance ; whether 
it is usual to handcuff prisoners under 
such circumstances ; and, if not, whether 
he will instruct the police on the matter. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
Croydon): Two offenders against the 
Vaccination Acts were in the first instance 
handcuffed in order to be taken to prison, 
but the handcuffs were afterwards re- 
moved. The Chief Constable of the 
county has expressed his regret at what 
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happened, and has given instructions that 
handcuffs are not to be used in future in 
such cases. 


Government Licensing Bill. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment if he can now say definitely 
when the Second Reading of the Licensing 
Bill will be taken. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am not able to say. 


Day and Evening Schools Sanctioned by 
Local Authorities. 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): 
President of the 


Local Government 


Board whether he will inquire of the. 


County Councils, and other local au- 
thorities concerned, how many day and 
evening schools they have sanctioned 
under the Act of 1901, and under what 


terms and conditions; and whether he | 


will print the replies in a Return. 


THE SECRETARY to toe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GRANT 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): My 
right hon. friend could not undertake 
to obtain the information desired by the 
hon. Member. 


Homes for Pauper Children in the 
Camberwell Union. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he can state the reasons 
why the Department have refused 
sanction to the Camberwell Board of 
Guardians to erect five additional cot- 
tages for the accommodation of children 


under their control ; and can he explain | 


why the Department advised the 
Guardians to send these children to the 
condemned Sutton Schools, seeing that 
the cost per week per child at Sutton is 
12s. 10}d., and on the scattered home 
system 8s. 94d. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : 
berwell Guardians applied to the Local 
Government Board for sanction to 
hire five additional houses to be used 
as scattered homes for children. Sanc- 
tion to the application was not refused, 
but it was pointed out that to increase 
the existing number of homes by these 
five, which were situated in different 


parts of the parish, would add materially | 


{COMMONS} 


I beg to ask the) 


The Cam- | 
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| to the difficulties of effective supervision. 

Hence it was suggested that additional 
provision for children should be made by 
| boarding out those eligible, or by in- 
| creasing the accommodation at the Central 
Home. The children who, it was in- 
timated, should, pending this provision, 
be removed to the schools at Sutton, 
were only those in the workhouses who 
| were healthy and of school age. It was 
evidently very undesirable that any such 
children should remain in the workhouse, 
The Board have since been assured by 
the Guardians that the homes would have 
thorough supervision, and in these cir- 
cumstances they have decided to sanction 
the proposed hiring, on the condition 
that the number of homes in the parish 
is subsequently reduced to a maximum 
of thirty-one. 


Wye Conservancy By-laws. 


Smr JAMES RANKIN (Hereford, Leo- 
minster): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has con- 

sidered the new by-laws .and scale of 
licences proposed by the Conservators of 
| the Wye and sent to the Board of Trade 
on 18th January last for confirmation ; 
and, if so, when will he be able to 
announce his confirmation or otherwise 
of these new by-laws and licences. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFour, Leeds, 
Central): The Board of Trade have now 
given their approval to the new by-laws 
and the scale of licence duties for nets as 
proposed by the Wye Fishery Board. 
The question of duties for rod licences 
has been reserved for further considera- 
tion. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway—Mill- 
wood Tunnel Accident. . 


Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
| his attention has been called to the accident 
which occurred in Millwood Tunnel, on the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway, on 
Friday last, through the breaking of 
couplings, and whether he proposes to 
hold an inquiry into the cause ; if so, will 
he inquire whether the train was drawn 
by the new class of engines hauling 
heavier loads, and whether the couplings 
and the guard’s brake power have been 
correspondingly increased. 
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sion. Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Board| special Report on this subject was pub” 
onal of Trade have received the statutory notice | lished by the medical officers of the Local 
e by of the accident referred to. I propose to | Government Board ? 
- in- order an inquiry to be held by an inspect- 
tral ing officer, whose attention will be directed Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Yes; some 
in- to the terms of the hon. Member’s Ques- | years ago—1891 and 1893. Two Reports 
sion, tion. were issued. 
ton 
whe Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Act, | Parliament Buildings—Sanitary Condition 
was 1900—New Board of Trade Rules. of the House. 
such Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the President| | Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
use, of the Board of Trade whether he has/ W.): Will the Government take into 
by received any objections to the revised | consideration the desirability of re- 
nave rules issued by the Board of Trade in| appointing a Select Committee of the 
cir- January last, under The Railways (Pre-| House to take expert evidence as to the 
tion vention of Accidents) Act, 1900; and general sanitary condition of the House ? 
tion can he state when will the rules come | 
rish into operation. Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I do not 
num think that comes within my Department. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I had | It is rather a matter for the First Com- 
hoped these rules might have been | missioner of Works. 
settled without appeal to the Commis 
sioners, but, as a matter of fact, eleven Atmosphere of the House. 
Leo- notices have been given to the Board of} Mr. RUTHERFORD (Lancashire, 
it of Trade under Section 3 of the Act of| Darwen): I beg to ask the First Com- 
age’ 1900, requiring the Board to refer) missioner of Works if he will make 
> of objections to the Railway and Canal | arrangements whereby a sample of the 
ab Commissioners, and the Board are, by | atmosphere of the House during its 
rade the statute, obliged to refer such objec- | sitting could be taken for the purpose 
10n ; tions. Steps will be taken to make the | of analysis and report thereon 
to roper references as soon as possible. ‘1 ; 
7 he rules conmet come inte epersiion tus FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
until — pa aaa have decided | worRKS (Mr. AxKers-Dovaias, Kent, 
: eS St. Augustine’s): I have given directions 
+ Influenza Epidemic—Suggested Inquiry. that this shall be done. 
now oe HENRY BOBHOUSE (Somerset-| De. FARQUHARSON : Will the 
laws shire, H.): 1 beg to ask the i resident Of | Government re-appoint the Committee 
3 as the Local Government Board if, in view of | 55 : aeore 
— - : Pee of the House which formerly inquired 
ard. the spread of the influenza epidemic and | . , . 
a ceememealnies ihak whens wh ae iat the drainage and sanitary arrange- 
yang MP igs haga ®. 18 ments of the House generally ? 
lera- causes and conditions, he will consider | 8 y 
the appointment of a small Commission | Ep +, 
of experts to investigate and report upon Mr. AKE ‘RS-DOUGLAS : The Com- 
the subject. mittee which last session inquired into 
Mfill- the accommodation provided for hon. 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The causes | Members has recommended its own 
the and conditions of influenza have already | Te@ppointment, and this matter could 
ther been investigated by the medical staff of | be reterred to that body. 
lent the Local Government Board, and by : x 
| the experts employed for the purpose; and | CAPTAIN DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
on two lengthy Reports on the subject have | Will the right hon. Gentleman take 
: of been issued by the Department. In these | steps to have a sample of the atmosphere 
; to circumstances it does not appear to me placed in the tea-room ? 
will that any good results would follow from a 
awn a further investigation of the kind sug- Illicit Distilleries. 
ling gested by my hon. friend. Mr. O’MARA (Kelkenny, S.): I beg 
ings to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
een Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: Is it not | whether he can state how many illicit 
a fact that it is some years since the last | distilleries were discovered in Scotland 
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and Ireland respectively during the 
period of the last Returns available, and 
what was the average reward paid in 
respect of each country ; will he say on 


what principle these rewards are assessed, | 
and whether any facts have come to his | 
knowledge during the inquiry which he | 
promised last session which explain the | 
large sums received in the past by the | 


Royal Irish Constabulary in respect of 
these Ciscoveries of illicit stills. 


THEFINANCIALSECRETARYtToTHE 
TREASURY (Mr. AusteN CHAMBERLAIN 
Worcestershire, E.): The latest figures 
in my possession are for the year 1900-1. 


There were in that year 2,008 seizures in | 


Ireland and only one in Scotland. I am 
unable to say what was the average 
reward paid in these cases; but a new 
scale of rewards was adopted in November 
last as a result of the enquiries made by 
me, under which rewards for the seizure 
of small quantities of spirits and wash 
’ and of isolated articles, such as still-heads, 
worms, ete., were abolished, and the 
amount of the reward for larger seizures 
was reduced and some further modifica- 
tions made in the pre-existing practice. I 
shall carefully watch the result of these 
changes. 


Postal Organisations—Interviews with the 
Postmaster General. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the P. st- 
master General. whether, seeing that the 
Postmaster General, in reply to the 
Postmen’s Federation, stated, on 12th 
December, 1901, that any representations 
with respect to certain subjec s, and any 
request for an interview with respect to 
the grievances of any particular class, 
should be made by those who were 
directly concerned, he is now prepared 
to receive a deputation from the un- 
established auxiliary and assistant post- 
men. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General is not aware that 
any application has recently been made 
by auxiliary and assistant postmen for 
an interview with him. Should such an 
application be received it shall be duly 
considered, and an interview granted, if 
it appears likely that any useful purpose 
will be served. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Members of Parliament and Free Postage, 
| Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the 


| Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
‘the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that in many foreign legislatures 
the Members enjoy the privilege of free 
postage; and whether the authorities 
will consider the advisability of allowing 
Members free postage whilst performing 
their duties in this House. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
privilege of franking letters was with- 
drawn from Members of the Legislature 
in this country by Act of Parliament, 
and the Postmaster General is not 
prepared to recommend legislation on the 
subject. 


Dewsbury Post Office. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he has received complaints as to 
the insanitary arrangements of the 
Dewsbury Post Office, particularly in the 
postmen’s department; and, if so, what 
improvements, if any, are to be made. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No 
complaint has been received of insanitary 
conditions at the Dewsbury Post Office; 
nor is any scheme of improvement in 
contemplation at present. The lease of 
the office will not expire till 1906. 


Pay of Junior Telegraphists at the 
Manchester Post Office. 

*Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster-General, if 
he can see his way to recommend an 
increase in the pay of the female junior 
telegraphists in the department at Man- 
chester, and in that of the male junior 
telegraphists of the same town, who 
entered prior to October, 1901, so as to 
place them on the same scale as those 
who have entered since that date. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General is not at present 
prepared to entertain the proposal indi- 
cated by the hon. Member. The increase 
of pay allowed to male learners at Man- 
chester during the last few months is 
regarded as a temporary measure only, 
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and affords no ground for a permanent 
addition to the wages of the established 
staff. The female telegraphists are not 
afiected in any way. 


Irish Department of Agriculture— 

Schemes for Benefit of Rural Workers. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can explain what steps the Department 
of Agriculture proposes to take to extend 
its advantages to rural workers; will he 
state the nature of the schemes, if any, 
which the County Councils may formulate 
for fostering cottage industries and dis- 
seminating technical and agricultural 
knowledge amongst tenants of labourers’ 
cottages and plots; and will he say in 
what directions the Department intends 
to assist the rural labouring popu'ation. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINson, Londonderry, 
N.): My right hon. friend, in replying to 
the hon. Member’s previous Question of 
the 25th ultimo, indicated generally the 
lines on which the Department approves 
of the application of the schemes of 
County Councils to rural workers and 
tural conditions. To that reply + the 
Department has, at present, no further 
statement to add. 


Housing of Irish Labourers. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, having regard to the fact that 
complaints are being constantly brought 
under his notice of the conduct of in- 
spectors appointed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board to hold inquiries into 
improvement schemes for housing Irish 
labourers in respect of their decisions on 
individual applications, whether he will 
request the Local Government Board to 
issue instructions to their inspectors 
directing them to determine every 
labourer’s representation on the evidence 
offered in support of it. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Some complaints 
have been made to Government from 
time to time of the rejection of individual 
applications for cottages. All such com- 
plaints have been carefully investigated, 
and [ do not think that in any case it 
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has been shown that the Inspector has 
rejected an application on insufficient 
grounds. Moreover, having regard to 
the very large number of applications that 
have been dealt with by the Inspectors, 
the complaints received have been 
relatively fewin number. It is the duty 
of the Inspectors, when holding their 
local inquiries, to hear not only the 
evidence in support of every application, 
but also any evidence that may be forth- 
coming in opposition to it, and the 
recommendations are determined accord- 
ing to the evidence adduced and to the 
various interests involved. 


Drainage of the River Suck. 

CoLoNEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if many occupiers on the banks of the 
Suck are paying to the State a sum for 
drainage charges considerably larger 
than the annual value of the improve- 
merits effected by the Suck drainage on 
their holdings; if such a fact is not 
within his personal or official knowledge, 
would he obtain a Report from the Irish 
Board of Public Works on the subject ; 
if he is aware that the original expendi- 
ture on the Suck drainage was largely 
increased by the state of the law on 
compensation for mills; and, consider- 
ing the excessive charges and the fact 
that large portions of the counties of 
Galway and Roscommon already help 
through the rates the occupiers of the 
drained area, would he in some way 
alleviate the present condition of the 
occupiers of the banks of the Suck, 
either by a contribution from the 
Treasury or by extending the time of 
payment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
Sir. The unproductive expenditure is 
borne by the proprietors, and the charge 
on the occupiers is based on the actual 
increase in the value of their holdings, 
as determined after a local inquiry held 
in 1895, at which all the parties interested 
had an opportunity of being heard. The 
compensation paid for milling interests 
was considerable, but it did not affect the 
annuity chargeable on the occupiers. 
The hon. and gallant Member will find 
a full account of the circumstances in 
the 63rd Report of the Commissioners of 
Public Works (C 7819 of 1895.) 
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Dublin Post Office—Corcoran Defalcations. | General, whether a detective officer of 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College | the Post Office actually caught an 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary to| employee in the Banbridge post office 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- | taking money, the property of the Post- 
master General, if, in the Corcoran master General, out of the drawer of 
defalcation case, any person implicated | another assistant in the same office ; and, 
by reason of neglect, or assumed neglect, if not, can hesay in what other way was 
of official duties, was allowed to make | the charge of pilfering brought home to 
confidential reports regarding others |the officer who was recently dismissed 
similarly cireumstanced ; whether con- | from that office. 
fidential reports were entertained on | 
mere disciplinary matters, and also on | 
the intelligence of the Dublin staff. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
| officer who has been dismissed was seen 
to place her hand in a counter drawer 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Re- 
ports were obtained from all officers who | 
it was considered could throw any light 
on the matter, and all these reports were 
fully considered. Confidential reports 
were received and considered on the 
subject both of the conduct and the 


belonging to another officer ; and sub- 
sequently confessed to having taken 


| money from it. I may point out that 
| when a supplementary Question was put 


to me yesterday I gave a different version, 
and this demonstrates the danger of 
| putting such Questions without notice. 


general intelligence of the officers con- | 


cerned. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Were persons im- 
plicated in any way allowed to make 
confidential reports regarding others 
similarly cireumstanced ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Re- 
ports were obtained from every one who 
it was thought could throw any light on 
the matter. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if, since the 
Controller, Dublin Sorting Office, has 
only made good £10 of the £1,600 
Corcoran defalcations, the remaining 
£1,590 is to be treated as a dead loss to 
the Revenue. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The | 
net deficiency was £1,545 7s. 7}d., and 
this sum has been charged to the Vote 
for losses by fraud and default, ete. 
Against this loss there is a considerable 
set off in the shape of the forfeited 
pension rights of Corcoran and the| 
reduced salaries payable owing to the | 
disciplinary measures taken by the 
Postmaster General. 


Banbridge Post Office Pilfering Case. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treas- 
ury, as representing the Postmaster | 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: As the 
point in question was included in the 
original Question, but deleted at the Table, 
I think it shows the danger of altering 
'the Question as handed in. May I ask 
why this person, who was practically 
caught in the act of taking the money, 
has not been prosecuted ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
answered that Question yesterday.j I 
have no further information. 


Riverstown (Tipperary) Postmastership. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he can state why one James 


| Ferns, of Birr Urban District, in the 


King’s County, and a rent warner toa 
landlord, was appointed to the position 
of postmaster in Riverstown, in the 
county of Tipperary, having regard to 


| the fact that this man was living outside 


the village in a different county and 


| province to that in which the vacancy 


occurred. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


appointment to the sub-office at Rivers- 


town has not been conferred upon Mr. 


_James Ferns, but upon his wife, Mrs. 


Elizabeth Ferns. She was the only suit- 
able candidate for the vacancy. 


+ See page 187 
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Rock Angus Lights. | of business at the afternoon sitting has 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): | been omitted from Resolution No. 3 in 
| beg to ask the President of the Board the White Paper, because it appeared 
of Trade whether he received from the | better that that Resolution should not 
Down County Council a resolution, | contain anything anticipating our pro- 
accompanied with a memorial list of posals with regard to Questions, which 
wrecks and loss of life, urging the necessity | would better be considered as a whole 
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for having Rock Angus lighted; and | 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- | 
ment to recommend the lighting of this | 
spot at the entrance of Strangford Lough, | 
in view of the casualties which have 
taken place at this spot in the absence of | 
a light. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have. 
received from the Down County Council 
the resolution and memorial urging the | 
necessity of a light on Rock Angus. 
The question was, I understand, con- 
sidered some time ago by the Com-, 
missioners of Irish Lights, who were of 
opinion that the light was not one that | 
should be provided at the expense of the 
General Lighthouse Fund, and further | 
that the proposed light by itself would | 
not be sufficient to make it safe for vessels 
to navigate the loughjby night. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: Has the 
Board of Trade any control over the. 


General Lighthouse Board ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is no 
part of the business of the Board of Trade 
to initiate proposals for lighthouses. 


New Procedure Rules. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he can state why the 
proposals of His Majesty’s Government 
relating to the procedure of the House, | 
which were ordered by the House on the | 
7th February to be considered, have since | 
been so changed, in a new and altered 
statement thereof, as to omit the proposal | 
in No. 3 to take Questions at 7.15 p.m., | 
immediately after the interruption of 
business at an afternoon sitting; and 
whether, seeing that proposal No. 7 still 
prescribes that Questions shall not be 
taken until after the interruption of 
business at the afternoon sitting, he can 
say when it is now proposed that 
Questions shall be taken. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The mention 





of the hour named for the interruption 


in a subsequent Resolution. 


Resolutions of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, seeing that 
the introduction of certain Resolutions 
in Committee of Ways and Means, of 
which the House knows nothing until 
they are read from the Chair, is pro- 
ductive of inconvenience, formal notice 


of such Resolutions will be given, except 


in regard to Resolutions :noved on 
Budget night, and any other Resolutions 
in respect of which public inconvenience 
or injury may be caused by the pre- 
mature disclosure of the Government’s 
intentions. 


Sik M. HICKS BEACH: I think 


‘that the terms of the Question do not 


sufficiently recognise that the introduc- 
tion of a Resolution in Committee is only 
a preliminary stage, like the introduction 
of a Bill; the whole matter to which the 
Resolution relates being, like an ordinary 
Bill, open to discussion on the Second 
Reading of the Bill which is authorised 


| by the passing of the Resolution. There- 


fore, I do not see the necessity for the 
proposal of the hon. Member, which 
would be productive of much greater 
inconvenience than the present system, 
if, as I apprehend, it led to the multipli- 
cation of opportunities of debate on the 
same subject, which are already so 
numerous as considerably to impede the 
proper conduct of our business in this 
House. 


SUPPLY (ARMY ESTIMATES). 


Order for Committee read. 


*(5,50.) THe SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey 
Guildford): I rise with some feelings of 
regret in view of the fact that I have 
for the second time to introduce to the 
House a very heavy war Budget, and 
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still more, perhaps, because numerous | 
circumstances have occurred in the past | 
year which make it necessary for me to. 
trespass at some length upon the in- 
dulgence of the House. I cannot help 
rising also with some feelings of satis- | 
faction ; because when the day arrives to | 
unfold the scheme which the War Office | 
may have adopted for the year which is | 
to come, we relieve ourselves of a great | 
deal which is embarrassing in our ordinary 
work. It has been said, I believe, of 
troops in action that there is no time so 
trying as that which is spent waiting 
under a heavy fire without being allowed 
to return it, and certainly that is the 
position the War Office occupies before 
the country for 364 days out of the 
year. We are continually under attack ; 
and the day on which our statement for 
the year is made is one which I 
welcome in this respect—that it enables 
us, at all events, to take the initiative— 
I will not say the offensive —in the action. 
Sir, I do think it is most important, 
amidst the great number of subjects 
which jog each other for our consideration 
when we are carrying on a great war, 
and also the re-organisation of our Army 
at home, that, at all events on one) 
occasion, there should be an opportunity 
of studying great problems without 
obscuring them by minor details, when we 
may leave criticisms to take their course, 
when we may discuss our organisation 
from a broad and national standpoint, and 
not have Party motives imputed to us. 
I ask for the indulgence of the House 
tonight. I shall not abuse it, for I do 
not propose to enter into any of those 
controversial points with regard to the 
war which are raised in subsequent 
Motions and which are present to all 
our minds, except so far as they affect 
the military programme of the Govern- 
ment and the progress of our military 
preparations. And, Sir, it is not neces- 
sary for me tonight to speak simply as 
one having a brief for the Department, 
or as representing the Government, when 
I ask, as I do ask, that I may be heard, 
in placing our military policy before the 
country, as pleading for more consider- 
ation in some respects than we have 
yet had given to us. | 


Supply— Army 


ARMY REFORM. 


In the first place, I cannot help looking | 
back to what was said on the same | 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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occasion a year ago. We sketched then 
a very considerable measure of reform, 
which it was anticipated would affect, 
and is affecting, every department in 
the organisation of our Army. I do 
not say that anything which has 
occurred has given us reason to go 
back in any respect on that programme. 
Our experience for the year has fortified 
us in the position which we took up. 


Estimates. 


| But I must ask for some measure of 


consideration if, under the special cir- 
cumstances of the year, we are not able 
to show that our progress has been as 
great as it otherwise might have been. 
It must be obvious that any measure 
of reorganisation carried out in time of 
war is subject to considerable limitations. 
We have not only had to consider the 
war which has been carried on, but a 
number of cireumstances—which I do 
not propose to discuss or to argue upon 
—every one of which has made a heavy 
strain on the time of this House and 
upon the energies of the Department, 
have intervened since last year to seize 
upon our attention and to modify in 
some respects what we couid do for the 
organisation of the Army. 1| only name 
these subjects to recall them to the 
memory of the House. 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS. 


When the Army Estimates were 
introduced in the current financial year, 
the concentration camps had, practically, 
not been established. I think the oldest 
of them was only a few weeks old. In 
the course of last year there grew up a 
population, under the immediate control 
of the War Office for many months, 
amounting in the end to nearly 150,000 
human beings, a population not incon- 
siderable in comparison to any Continental 
army, and as great as many large 
English towns. And this large body of 
people had to be sheltered, clothed, and 
fed, as far as circumstances enabled us 
to do it, under the immediate control of 
the Department which I administer. | 
do not propose—we have a Motion on 
the Paper—to say anything with regard 
to that administration, though perhaps 


I may be pardoned if I allude to one of 


the last official acts which, before it 
became possible to transfer these camps 
to the control of the Colonial Office, it 
fell to my lot to carry out—that was to 
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appoint a Committee of ladies to inspect | acquitted of any desire either to shield 


them. The appointment, I think, has 
been fully justified by the report of the 
Committee.’ It shows not only, I think, 
great grasp of the subject, great clearness, 
great promptitude, and great devotion, 


but it indicates their claim as ladies to | 


undertake a work for which they were 
peculiarly qualified, and they deserve, I 


think, the gratitude of all Members of | 


this House. 
MARTIAL LAW. 
Then, Sir, last year Natal was under 
martial law, though I think very few 


anybody who should not be shielded or 


to preserve from the public view any 
facts which ought to be brought before 


them. There can be no individual in 
this country who has so large a stake 
and so great an interest in the purifica- 


| tion of his Department from all suspicion 
‘as the Secretary of State. 


There are 
two points which I should like to bring 


| before the attention of Parliament, and 


one is this—that in judging these matters 


/we must not forget at this stage of the 


Members of the House were conscious of | 


it. In the Cape Colony only a few 
districts had recently been put under 
martial law at this date last year. Since 
that date it has been necessary to put 
nearly the whole of the Cape Colony 
under martial law. The discussions 
with regard to martial law—I make no 
complaint—have again largely occupied 
the attention of Parliament, and have 
naturally drawn fully on the resources of 
my Department. Then we have had also 
the provision for prisoners of war in five 
different dependencies or colonies of the 
United Kingdom. I put aside altogether 
the discussions which have taken place on 





such subjects as the removal of officers, | 


the pensions of soldiers, and military 
discipline, all of which have great attrac- 
tion for this House, and which make 
corresponding claims on the work of the 
Department. But all these things have 
grown up outside the ordinary’ business 
of the year, and have necessarily and 
naturally come into competition with it. 
EARLY STAGES OF THE WAR. 

But before I proceed to touch upon 
the policy to which I shall ask the earnest 
attention of the House, I must say one 
word on the last subject, which has 
occupied our attention before, and on 
which we have already had _ several 
debates. We have reached astage in 


the history of the war in South Africa | 


when it begins to be possible for the | 


House and the country to judge how the | 


early stages of the war were conducted. 
There is a universal interest in and a 


matter ; but at the same time I hope that 
if I, representing an already very heavily 
worked Department, find it impossible to 
satisfy all the demands that are made 
upon us in that respect, I may be 


war that those gentlemen who sat on 
that side of the House and those who are 


responsible on this Bench never contem- 


plated that a war would be carried on 
on the scale of the onein which we are 
now engaged. You cannot suddenly 
make a system which was provided to 
send out 70,000 men do the work of 
sending out nearly quadruple that 
number; and, rightly or wrongly— 
whether the war was well begun or 
badly begun—we had to expand in some 
respects not ten times or 100 times, but 
500 or 1,000 times the resources with 
which we were provided. 


REMOUNTS, 


Take the question of remounts. Before 
the war broke out, remounts had to be 
bought at the rate of 2,500 a year. We 
have had, somehow, to discover how to 
extend that capacity to 150,000 a year. 
Of course there have been mistakes made. 
Of course, there have been hasty pur- 
chases. A hasty supply was necessary, 
and at one time it was better than no 
supply at all, and, of course, too high 
prices have been paid. But I think 
this House would have had something 
to say if, instead of too high prices 
being paid, the supplies had not been 
on the spot when they were required. 
May I ask the House to consider this 
point? It is universally admitted that 


| the horses which we had at home and 


sent out for our own cavalry regiments 
were good and well selected, and stood 
their work well. The system of regis- 


| tration, which had been in force for ten 


: mm 4 | years, provided us, by universal consent, 
general desire to know details in this | 


in South Africa with the best artillery 


_and transport horses that we could pos- 


sibly want. The Remount Department 
was not sufficiently provided with an 
organisation to undertake this war ; pos- 
sibly not sufficient for a much less war ; 
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but still the expansion in the circum- 
stances was remarkable. In the first 
six months of 1900, 82,000 horses were 
landed in South Africa. In all, in not 
less than thirty months, 290,000 horses 
and 126,000 mules were sent out, and 
we purchased besides 120,000 horses 
locally in South Africa. That makes 
a total of 550.000 animals landed or 
purchased for the Army in thirty months, 
or an average of 600 per day throughout 
the whole period. I think it would be 
unreasonable to suppose that with so 
gigantic a transaction there should not 
have been failures and mistakes. I have 
put before the House the Reports from 
South Africa which I promised at the 
beginning of the session. From these 
Reports it will be gathered that we have 
not been altogether satisfied on this side 
of the water with the treatment which 
our remounts received when they arrived 
in South Africa. I have heard it stated 
in some quarters that the Government 
have shown a niggardly spirit in dealing 
with Lord Kitchener, in this respect. 
That I entirely deny. But we are, 
after all, trustees for the money which 
Parliament votes ; and it is our business, 
not only to buy horses and supplies, but 
to see that they are fairly dealt with. 
I am bound to protest that some of Lord 
Kitchener’s subordinates have hurried 
horses up country, without regard to 
the fact that they are just off a long 
voyage ; and it is not due to us, or to 
the purchasers of the horses, that hundreds 
of them have died a few days after they 
have been landed. We are bound to 
see, in a war which has been going on 
for thirty months, and in order that 
it may be conducted with greater effect, 
that due regard is shown to the care 
of the animals themselves. 
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PRESENT POSITION AS TO REMOUNTS. 
But the interest of the House will be 
centred in the present position. We sent 
three months ago, to South Africa, two offi- 
cers—Lord Downe and Colonel Hotham— 


{COMMONS} 


to investigate the condition of the Re- | 


mount Department there. Their Report, 
I am glad to say, is, on the whole, exceed- 
ingly favourable. Whatever the earlier 


mistakes may have been, the Department | 


is now well manned, and well conducted. 
In a letter which I received two days 
ago from Lord Kitchener, and which I 
mention to allay any anxiety about the 


| 
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has 16,500 horses in the depéts waiting 
for issue. But it is not very easy to 
keep up this supply, even by drawing on 
all the sources which we have available, 
A particular class of horse is needed, 
and we want an enormous number. 
While we are meeting the demand, we 
are also preparing for the future. We 
have purchasing commissions in various 
parts making inquiries, in order that we 
may be able to meet any future demand 
which may be made. For this Depart- 
ment we have already framed a scheme 
which will enable us in the future, I hope, 
to deal with this question much better 
than in the past. Weare proposing to 
plant out buyers in the right districts, 
both here and in Ireland, who will be 
more in touch with the breeders and less 
with the dealers. With the assistance of 
the Board of Agriculture and of those 
societies which give prizes for special 
classes of horses, we hope to make a 
speciality of the class of horse required 
for the Army. In this we may have 
more difficulty than is usually recog- 
nised; but we hope to establish some 
connection with the Colonies. For many 
years to come South Africa will be 
largely drawn upon by its own needs. 
Australia is largely drawn upon from 
India already. But I trust that we shall 
have some support from the House if we 
endeavour to establish some permanent 
connection with Canada and the horse- 
breeders there. It will also be necessary 
in the future, as it has not been 
sufficiently done in the past, to 
keep in touch with the Continental 
sources of supply in view of this 
heavy demand which has been made on 
us. I cannot, of course, ensure that 
anything connected with horses will give 
satisfaction to everybody. No two men 
seem to agree upon a horse. A noble 
Lord said in another place the other 
night that out of a hunting stable the 
four worst horses had been taken, and 
that from £80 to £100 each had been 
paid for them. I asked privately for the 
name of the buyer, and found that the 
buyer happened to be, not merely the 
colonel of a cavalry regiment, but one of 
the most noted lovers of horseflesh, and 
the commanding officer of one of the 
best mounted regiments in the Army. 
Here is proof that the best men may 


present conditions, he tells me that he| make amistake. But I have said enough 


Mr, Brodrick. 
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to show that we should beware of draw- 


ing general conclusions from such 
mistakes. 
COMPARISON OF THE PRESENT AND FORMER 


CAMPAIGNS, 


I think that some people have been rather 
carried away, and have founded on the 
one question of remounts an assumption 
of the collapse of our whole military 
system. We have examples from very 
prominent sources. Lord Rosebery, 
who speaks with great authority, went 
the length of saying that the scandals 
which were now occurring would not 
occur if the temper of Parliament was 
what it was when Mr. Roebuck moved 
for the Crimean Committee. The temper 
of Parliament is not what it was then, 
because the circumstances are not the 
same. Does any man in his senses really 
mean to pretend that the scandals which 
in the days of the Crimean Committee 
showed before the eye of the whole world 
that an Army of 50,000 at the beginning, 
which had been allowed todwindle down 
to 20,000, and which was practically 
without clothes, without food, without 
shelter, and without horses, though 
within seven miles of an excellent harbour 
controlled and dominated by our own 
Fieet—could anyone pretend that the 
condition of that Army is to be compared 
with an Army nearly 230,000 strong, 
provided in every single respect, and in 
regard to which I can say here today 
that since I spoke last not one remon- 
strance on any single subject connected 
with Supply has been addressed to me by 
the General in command?! I look upon 
that statement as being not merely 
unfair to the Government—that is a 
small matter—but as being exceedingly 
dangerous to this country. Lord 
Rosebery is a statesman as well as a 
politician; and an ex-Prime Minister 
cannot undertake to speak on a subject 
like this merely for the benefit of one 
great Party. I say that to make state- 
iments like this, which are quoted all over 
the world as being the opinion of a great 
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political Party on the condition of our} 


Army, is not the work of a statesman. 


It is neither statesmanlike nor politic. | 


Let us consider what has happened on 
previous expeditions. We have had three 
great calls upon our strength in the last 
century—the Peninsular War, 
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Crimean War, and the present war, which 
has lasted two years. In the Peninsular 
War we had 240,000 men on the lists, 
and never at any single time—such was 
our organisation—were we able to give 
the Duke of Wellington the support of 
more than 60,000 or 70,000 men. At 
Waterloo, in a year in which Parlia 
ment voted 214,000 men, the utmost 
that went to Flanders was 44,000 men. 
In the Crimea you have the same story. 
In that war, 216,000 men were voted by 
Parliament in the second year, and at no 
time until the last day of the war, when 
our troops were paraded, were there more 
than 52,000 men in the field. In each of 
those cases, of all the men nominally on 
the list not one in four was present with 
the regiment. In the present case, when 
war broke out, the effectives in our Army, 
leaving out India, but including the 
Reserves, were 240,000 men all told. 
From the time when the first great body 
of reinforcements was sent to South 
Africa we have had very consistently 
something like 150,000 men, apart from 
our colonial troops, Militia, Volunteers, 
and Yeomanry who subsequently left, 
and we have in thirty months landed in 
South Africa 230,000 Regular soldiers, of 
whom 220,000 came from this country. 
Figures like these touch the mind of the 
people very little at the present moment, 
when we have become inured to big 
totals, but I venture to say that if three 
years ago I had told the House that we 
could send 150,000 men and maintain 
them for two years in full strength, I 
should not have been believed, and there 
would have been a doubt in accepting 
such statements. I well remember, when 
my right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland moved this Estimate two 
years ago, the thrill that went round the 
House when he said that within two 
months we should have 189,000 men in 
South Africa, and I remember also 
remarking to my colleague that for the 
manipulation of the figures my right hon. 
friend had gone much quicker in his 
knowledge of the War Department than 
anybody who had ever represented it 
in this House. I could not believe it 
possible at that moment, but even in the 
last year, apart from the newly enlisted 
Yeomanry, the drafts we have sent out 
number 53,000 men, more than equal to 
the whole Army in the Crimea, and 


, double the number of the Army sent with 


the | 


considerable difficulty to Egypt in 1882. 
O 
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At this moment we are feeding over 
300,000 men, including the attendants of 
the Army as well as the fighting Army in 
South Africa, chiefly from this country, 
and 243,000 horses and mules are having 
forage drawn for them at this moment in 
South Africa. I think these figures are 
not unworthy of the attention of the 
House among the recorded events of the 


past year. 


THE ARMY CORPS SCHEME. 
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The scheme which I proposed to the 
House last year was denounced by some 
of my hon. friends and by the Opposition 
as being inpracticable and inapplicable to 
this country. We have made great pro- 
gress in applying the Army Corps scheme 
to the work of three districts. I have 
been asked questions as to what are the 
numbers of the First Army Corps now at 
Aldershot. My withers are unwrung by 
these questions. I remember it was said 
before the battle of Borodino that nearly 
a whole French battalion perished, and 
when the Emperor, writing the next day, 
asked the officer why his battalion was 
not drawn up, the answer was, “ They 
are in the redoubt.” If we have not got 
the First Army Corps at Aldershot 
it is because we have got the equivalent 
of four or five Army Corps of Regular 
troops in South Africa. But the fact 
that we have not got these precise troops 
at Aldershot does not mean that we have 
not got the number. The staff of the 
First Army Corps are busily engaged in 
training drafts of Yeomanry to fill up 
gaps. The scheme itself continues to 
hold the field, and for this reason. We 
have been able to establish a standard up 
to which we are working. Barracks in 
every district are being built according to 
the disposition of the Army Corps. The 
training grounds are being obtained ; the 
cadres have been set up; and, what is 
more important than anything else, the 
institution of the Army Corps system has 
enabled us to begin that process of delega- 
tion and decentralisation on which the 
mind of the War Office is as much set as 
the mind of the House. 


THE CLINTON DAWKINS COMMITTEE. 


An important Committee, known as 
Mr. Clinton Dawkins’s Committee, re- 
ported at the end of last session. It was 
composed quite independently of the War 
Office, and it included the names of 
business men in whom the House could 
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place confidence. It has been practically 
possible for me to accept almost en bloc the 
recommendations of that Committee, | 
do not want to veary the House by going 
at full length into the details of their 
Repoit, but i will give a réswmé of the 
points we have carried out. The principle 
adopted by that Committee was, if 
possible, to check the immense number of 
Reports with which officers are occupied in 
the districts, and which come to the War 
Office to be read by officers already very 
busy, or filed unread. We propose to 
substitute inspection for Reports where- 
ever we can. We have appointed an 
Inspector General of Artillery, just as we 
have an Inspector General of Cavalry, 
and we are going to appoint an Inspector 
of Yeomanry, and to carry out the system 
of work within the districts with inspection 
from headquarters. We propose to give 
GeneralOfficers commanding larger finan- 
cial powers, to give them larger powers 
over the Auxiliary Forces, to prevent and 
criticise all those constant checks on 
administration which are caused by refer- 
ences on small points to superior auth- 
ority ; and we propose, if we can—and 
this is a subject to which I wish to call 
the special attention of the House— 
to relieve the engineers of some of 


their multifarious duties with regard to: 


barracks. I believe the amount which 
the engineer officer is expected to learn 
is more than you can expect an individual 
properly to master. The vagaries of engin- 
eers with regard to barracks have caused 
in some instances inconvenience to the 
Army. When it was proposed to the Duke 
of Wellington, with regard to a particular 
barrack which was supposed to be very 
fine, that the name of the engineer 
should be placed over the portal, the 
Duke observed, ‘That would be too 
severe a penalty.” I think it may be 
possible, in some way or other, to avail 
ourselves more of civilian 
and for that purpose I have appointed 
a Committee, with Lord Esher as chair- 
man, to consider whether the work can- 
not be carried on with some economy, 
and with greater relief to the engineers. 
Then there is the question of auditing. 
We propose to carry out the suggestion 
of the Committee to audit the accounts 
more largely in the districts than we 
have done; and we are going to plant 
at Aldershot, Salisbury, and Dublin, 
three branches of the Aceountant General's 
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Department, with a view to settling on | 10,000 to 17,500. Of twenty-one new 
the spot every question which can be | regiments required we have got fourteen 
settled there. We have also been urged | already formed, and we have proposals 
to establish a Working Board, and [have | for five more; and I have very little 
carried out, to a large extent, the recom-' doubt that we shall ultimately obtain 
mendation of the Committee. The War the number we require. Last year we 
Office Council is now not only a consulta- | proposed to raise eight garrison regi- 
tive body, but coming to no definite | ments out of the soldiers who had already 
decisions, but it keeps minutes. The | served their time in the Army, a decision 
opinions given are recorded, the final which the right hon. Member for West 
decision of the Council is recorded, and | Monmouthshire characterised as an 
also the decision of the Secretary of State | arrangement for planting old gentlemen 
upon it. , The Secretary of State will, 9+ insalubrious stations. The ages of the 
_— a ihieed 1 eer Tang S83 ai garrison regiments are about the ages of 
absolute record, not only of the decisions, the Old Guard of Napoleon, and as to 


but_ of the opinions expressed by all the health enjoyed at those stations, it is 
senior officers on all great problems which 


are brought before the Council. The ee only — a . oe cer 
Army Board has been unshackled ; it is b me, a x op pos am ial 7 
now allowed to tike up any question it wd ge oo a Wh, “ ant 4 , 
pleases, without reference to the Secretary ane: as a ‘) — 
of State ; and there is also a co-ordinating cannot enter the garrison a 
Council. The one object we have had until after twelve years service ; and 
in view has been writing as little as their age must be from thirty- 
possible, and deciding as rapidly as two to forty-five. At all events, five very 
possible. There is one other subject on fine regiments have been formed, and we 
which I wish to touch. I have estab- ate now shortly to form a sixth. 
lished on the military side of the War einen sm fae. 

Office the principle that military officers , ; , 
and military clerks shall take the plaee The interest of all our calculations in 
of civilian officers and clerks. We have | the programme of last year has been 
thirty-two places for officers, for which centred in the question of recruiting and 
there have been 182 applications. We | the question of pay. Now, last year | 
have 264 places for non-commissioned | undertook to say that, if we were unable 
officers and men, for which we have 2,000 to get the men required, we should be 
applications. I believe that by applying very pusillanimous if we did not make our 
that system to the War Office, we shall own proposals to Parliament. The whole 
discover good results. There is one) question of recruiting, whether for a 
other change of routine which I must voluntary Army ora conscript Army, has 
mention betore | leave this branch of the been ‘a trouble from time immemorial to 
subject, which is rather tedious and dull ; | every Monarch and to every Minister. 
and that is that we have greatly [ think you might even go so far back 
strengthened the oftice of Director General | as the time when David got into trouble 
of Military Intelligence and Organisation. | for numbering the people. In every part 
That official has been ~ i 40 ent of the world the question of the remuner- 
ion on Geaeutee sig of tee Me Meee ae ee ae eae 
circle. When he was first appointed, the | culties began very early indeed. We 
first officer bore the extremely appropriate | }.ye pever reached an amount of pay 


name of “Scout Master General.” We)! _): aia : 
have now introduced him into the inner | “ ig ype draonyger we dhe nudges 
vel dh wea a sg alk aoa _and I am not sure that we have ever 
cand he ratcalyseharess reached. an amount of pay with Tne 
( ‘ y » 2» r 2 | °° . ni = = 
foreign army corps are discharged by the | been satastactory to the country. Most 
Chier of the Staff - of the interest inthe pay of the Army has 
ae been centred not in what the soldier 

YEOMANRY AND GARRISON REGIMENTS. was supposed to get, but in what he 


actually got. 





Our decision to increase the Yeomanry 


largely has been justified by results, the| In looking back over the records— 
number having increased from about | I confess that I owe a great deal to the 


02 











379 Supply—Army {COMMONS} Estimates. 380 
work of Mr. Fortescue, who has on this subject. This system continued 


gone into the subject trom the first—l 
find one thing most remarkable with re- 
gard to the pay of the Army. It is that 
we have been so long accustomed to 
regard the Crown and the officer as the 
protectors of the soldier, that one has 
hardly realised that until comparatively 
recent days—unti! the last two centuries 
—the soldier was the prey of the Crown 
and of his own officers. The earliest 
question about the soldiers’ pay I can 
arrive at happened in the time of William 
Rufus. He asked his Saxon subjects to 
produce 20,000 troops for service in 
Normandy, and to provide them with ten 
shillings for conduct money. ‘Then, 
having collected the men, he relieved 
them of the conduct money and sent 
them back to their homes. ‘The soldiers’ 
pay has been the subject of illegitimate 
appropriation for many years, tollowed 
by legitimatised stoppages. The Tudors 
and the Stuarts took advantage of both 
these operations. I do not suppose there 
ever was a time when any great body 
of men served jor so little as our Army 


did in these days The officers were 
not much more tortunate. From the 
earliest days—the beginning of | last 


century—they purchased their commis- 
sions, and for the privilege of doing so 
they paid a large fee to the Secretary 
for War. That has now fallen into 
disuse. They were subject then to claims 
by the Paymaster General. The Pay- 
master General took their balances for 
a long reriod and charged them for it. 
After they had satisfied the Paymaster 
General, they had a day’s pay taken from 
them for Chelsea Hospital. After that, 
the muster master and the auditor 
put their fingers into the till, and in the 
scramble at that time the civilian clerks 
were not far behind. There were fees to 
the Exchequer and to the Treasury on 
the issue of pay warrants, and to every 
clerk who could put forward a claim. 
The officer, in self-defence, robbed the 
men, having himself been robbed by 
those above him. We find the colonel 
made contracts for the regiment, and 
out of the soldiers’ pay, which was 
nominally &d. a day, he took large com- 
missions on the clothing and on the 
food supplies. This was done ina way 
which would astonish any of us who 
now know what the feeling of officers is 


Mr. Brotric. 


until a civilian Minister of War was ap- 
pointed at the beginning of the last 
century. 

The recruiting of the Army was 
earried on during the early part of last 
century to a large extent from the sweep. 
ings of the gaols. There was actually q 
record kept of the criminals condemned 
to capital punishment, and who, having 
been reprieved, were distributed among 
the reginents so that each might 
get its share of the windfall. The 
result has been that the trade of the 
soldier up to comparatively recent days 
was by no means regarded as a worthy or 
honourable career. I want the House to- 
night to consider that every change which 
has been made in the improvement of the 
conditions of service has been made dur- 
ing the last century. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say down to what period of 
last century? The expression “last 
century ” covers rather a wide time. 


*“Mr. BRODRICK: I think we may 
say that the sweepings of the gaols for the 
Army terminated very early in the century. 
What I have been remarking upon took 
place chiefly in the eighteenth century. 
Karly in the nineteenth the press gang 
still held its own. There was still flog. 
ging in the Army. But desertion from the 
Army, and the attempts to stop desertion, 
formed almost the entire history of the 
Army in the eighteenth century. Of 
course I do not mean to describe the 
whole Army as being corrupt. We know 
that the most heroic deeds were done by 
men who were brought into the Army by 
the most nefarious means. There wasa 
time when regiments going on foreign 
service had to be bivouacked in the Isle 
of Wight so that they should not escape 
before going on board ship. But from 
the beginning of last century there has 
been steady progress and advance to a 
better state of things. The share of the 
soldier in the general share of civilisation 
has been greater than perhaps that of any 
other class. Better education, better 
conditions of service, have done much, 
but there is one thing which has done 
even more. I think the shortening of the 
term of enlistment has in itself done a 
great deal for the Army. We began with 
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perpetual service, we went on to twenty- 
one years, we came down thirty years ago 
to seven years, and more recently we 
have tried the experiment of three 
years service. I think we may truly 
say that the more the soldier has 
heen merged in the citizen, and the 
more exchange there has been between 
the citizen and the soldier, the better 
has been the discipline, the less has been 
the crime, in the Army; and, further, 
the larger has been the recruiting, and 
the more confirmed has been the 
popularity of the service. I want 
the House to realise that, as far as 
lies in the power of the War Office, by 
the relaxation of vexatious restrictions, 
we have done our share, and are doing 
our share, and will continue to do our 
share, to increase the popularity of the 
service. 
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THE PRESENT PROBLEM. 


Now, I want the House to look at 
some figures in order to realise the 
problem with which we have to deal. 
In 1872 we had to provide something 
like 70,000 men. In 1895 we had an 
establishment of 225,000 between Great 
Britain and India. In 1897 we had 
gone to 212,000, in 1899 to 229,600, and 
in 1902 to 250,000. At the same time 
we have kept a reserve which we reckon 
at 90,000, and that has not been found 
too large for the present war. ‘The 
problem we have to deal with tonight is 
to consider how we are to support an 
establishment of 250,000 when our 
efective strength is with difficulty 
maintained at 210,000. If the House 
will follow me for a few moments, I will 
give the figures of recruiting for the last 
six years. In 1896 we took 27,800; in 
1897, 33,700; in 1898, when we lowered 
the standard, we took 38,400; in 1899, 
40,200; in 1900, when we lowered the 
standard a second time, and with the 
excitement of the war, we took 46,700; 
and last year, with the war still con- 
tinuing, 45,100 recruits were taken. 

The problem, then, before us is this: 
Beginning in 1896 with 27,800 recruits, 
we have reached in two abnormal years 
45,000. But, just as high interest means 
bad security in finance, so in recruiting a 
lowered standard and hasty enlistment 
mean inordinate waste. I have taken 
out the waste during the last three years. 
In 1899 the waste of men who fell out of 
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the ranks invalided in their first two 
years of service, or from desertion, 
was 3,485; in 1900, the very high re- 
cruiting year, the number rose to 5,484 ; 
in 1901, after two years of inordinate 
recruiting, it rose to 8,822. These are 
very serious figures. I think they prove 
that we have pressed on beyond our limit 
of real recru.ting under the present 
system. | thnk also they prove that 
the man who looks forward to that 
rate of recruiting continuing after the 
excitement of the war is over would take 
too sanguinea view. Ithink myself that, 
if we were to expect when the war is over 
to get more than 35,000 recruits a year, 
we should be making an unduly sanguine 
estimate. Thirty-five thousand recruits 
a year would not keep up the present 
establishment. We should be between 
40,000 and 50,000 men short. 

That is the unfavourableside. What is 
the favourable side? It is that the best 
recruiting has been in those regiments 
which are best paid. The cavalry and 
artillery, having the same terms of ser- 
vice as the rest of the Army—small as is 
the difference of 2d. per day in the rate 
of pay—have ben well filled, while the 
infantry has fallen off. The greatest suc- 
cess of all has been the Foot Guards, 
which, five years ago, we kept up with 
some difficulty to about 5,700 men, and 
which we now without difficulty keep up 
to about 8,000. In the Foot Guards 
there is another inducement. Besides the 
higher pay there is a shorter term of 
service. We have had some further l'ght 
on this subject in the present year. At 
the beginning of la t year we were enlisting 
for the South African Constabulary for 
three years and at exactly the same rate 
for the Yeomanry for one year or tor the 
war. It took us many weeks to fill up 
the ranks of the Constabulary, for whom, 
I admit, we asked rather higher qualifi- 
cations, whilst it took us no time to 
enlist an enormous body of Yeomanry. 
That again, I think, shows the preference 
for the short engagement. 


1 am obiiged to face this problem 





of having a _ probable deficiency 
of 40,000 or 50,000 men if we 
continue on the present lines of 


recruiting ; because I see no ground what- 
ever for believing that under existing 
circumstances in the near future we can 
make with regard to any of our Colonies, 
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vr with regard to India, any considerable 
reduction of the Army. India, if any- 
thing, will want more troops rather than 
less. She requires more artillery, and 
at any time, in the case of an expedition, 
she might require assistance from home. 
It is no use blinking facts. We must be 
prepared, and are prepared, to keep 
whatever force is necessary in South 
Africa for some time alter the war is 
over; and we have had too much ex- 
perience of the reduction of colonial 
garrisons to make it possible to leave 
them much below strength. Therefore 
we have to face a difficult problem ; and, 
if we have to face a difficult problem with 
regard to the active Army, we have also 
to face the fact of the enormous demands 
we have made on our reserves. At the 
beginning of the war they amounted to 
about 81,000 men. By two processes— 
by the loss of men in the war, and by 
the fact that we have had to give boun- 
ties to 15,000 or 16,000 men in India to 
induce them to extend their service and 
remain with the colours instead of going 
to the reserve—we shall find the reserve 
at the end of the war decreased to be- 
tween 50,000 and 60,000 men. That 
decreased reserve will not be sufficient 
to enable us to mobilise our Army. 


PROPOSED CHANGE IN PAY AND TERM 
OF SERVICE. 

I am, therefore, going to ask the House 
of Commons to look these facts in the 
face. I am going to ask the House to 
take a great plunge, in regard both to 


the terms of service and to the pay of | 


the Army. I believe it to be a safe, 
judicious, and necessary measure. [| 
cannot help asking myself, not what is 
the longest time for which a soldier pre- 
fers to enlist, but what is the longest 
time, consistent with the will of the best 
class of men to engage, for which you 
ean ask men to join your standard. 
The success of the three years term has 
been so great that we propose from now 
to allow every man of every force in His 
Majesty’s service, except the Household 
Cavalry, to enlist for three years, with 


nine years inthe reserve. We also pro-, 


pose to meet the special calls which must 
comefrom India andthe Colonies. Wehave 
yearly a large number of drafts made up. 
We do not send men toI ndia until they are, 
or we believe them to be, twenty years 
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of age. We cannot send men either to 
India or the Colonies who are not 
properly trained, and it will not pay us 
to send three years men to India. 
Therefore we have to consider what 
inducement can be offered to a man who 
is engaged for three years to give us the 
necessary service in India or abroad. 
We find that inducement naturally in 
the question of pay. At present when 
the soldier joins he gets into his pocket 
at the end of the week nominally 9d. 
a day, but with stoppages—which are 
less at the beginning of his service—you 
may call it 8d. a day. When he has 
passed his recruiting stage and is nine- 
teen years of age, there are messing 
allowances, which bring up the amount 
to 3d. more. Therefore, cutting out the 
recruiting period and reckoning trom the 
time when a man becomes a soldier, or can 
be put into the ranks at nineteen yearsof 
age, at present what he draws on Satur 
day is about 10d. a day. Tenpence a 
day seems to me hardly to represent, 
considering the rise of wages outside, a 
sufficient inducement to the soldier. | 
remember very well hearing General 
Wauchope say on a platform not many 
months before he left this country to go 
to South Africa, and just after his return 
from Sudan— 

“T have felt 


wsitively ashamed at the 


| amount of work I have had to order these men 


to do under a tropical sun at 10d. a day. 


Tenpence a day has got us most 
admirable material, but the question is 
whether for the last 10,000 men we 
require we cannot get even better 
materia’ by paying a little more. This 
is what we propose to do. We propose, 
in the first place, that the 2d. which 
is now deducted from the shilling shall 
be given to the whole Army from April 
Ist of this year, and the whole shilling 
shall be given to every recruit as soon 
as he has passed the recruiting drill and 
is certified to be nineteen years of 
age. 
Then comes the question of providing 
the drafts. What we propose is this. 
After two years service every man may 
make his election, either he may go to 
the reserve as he originally agreed to do 
after three years service and continue in 
the reserve for nine years, or he may 
elect to go on and to complete eight 
years with the colours and then go to 





— 


SQ ae OO Deh De 


OD ee. eet 


e.4 @5 


Rhee tet DO He 


oo gm 


hee 





384 


er to 

not 
Ly us 
ndia, 
what 
. who 
s the 
road. 
ly in 
when 
ocket 
y 9d. 
1 are 
—you 
e has 
nine- 
ssing 
ount 
it the 
n the 
yr can 
ars of 
atur 
nee a 
sent, 
ide, a 
r. I 
neral 
many 
to go 
eturn 


it’ the 
e men 


most 
ion is 
n we 
etter 
This 
ypose, 
vhich 
shall 
April 
illing 
soon 
| and 


rs of 


iding 
this. 
may 
ro to 
to do 
ue in 


may 
eight 
x0 to 








385 Supply—Army 


the reserve for four years. If he elects 
to abide by the original engagement, he 
will remain on at his rate of pay of one 
shilling a day. If he elects to go on, 
subject to a proviso which I will 
mention directly, he will be given, if he 
is an efficient soldier, 6d. extra a day, 
making 1s. 6d. in all, from the time he 
has completed two years service until 
he leaves the colours. There are two 
provisos. In the first place, an inefficient 
soldier or a soldier of bad character 
wilt not be allowed by his commanding 
officer to re-engage. We have reason to 
believe that nothing militates so much 
against good soldiers joining our ranks 
as the fact that there are one or two 
bad characters in the barrack room who 
lower the tone of the whole force. We 
want to put it in the power of the 
commanding officer to stop such men 
golng on, and to add to that category 
the men who are either saturated with 
disease or with alcoholism. These men 
go to pieces in a tropical climate, and we 
propose to rid the Army of them at the 
end of their three years service. The 
second proviso is with regard to shooting. 
Ii we are to give a man much better 
pay than before, we shall in these days, 
when everything depends on shooting, 
require him to be at least an average 
shot. We propose to raise the standard 
from the third class to the second class, 
and to have only two classes in future— 
the efficient shot and the inefficient shot. 
Unless a man can get into the efficient 
class he will get only 4d. a day extra 
instead of 6d. a day at the end of two 
years, and he will remain at that until 
he can get into the efficient class. Sub- 
ject to these two provisos, however, 
every man will be allowed to re-engage 
and to obtain 1s. 6d. a day after two 
years service. 

We have also made up our minds to 
reconstruct the present operation of good 
conduct pay. Good conduct pay was 
supposed to be not only an inducement 
to good conduct, but an inducement to 
recruiting. I think the fact that the 


pay depended entirely on the opinion | 


formed of the man in the regiment may 
have had a good effect onthe men in the 
Army, but | doubt whether the fact that 
good conduct pay could be obtained 
after two years had any effect as an 
inducement to enlist. We propose to 
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alter the present arrangements with 
regard to good conduct pay, not to 
abolish good conduct badges, but to 
allow the commanding officer after two 
years to give a man a badge without pay, 
and, should the man have a subsequent 
slip, he would be deprived of the badge, 
but he would be in a category better 
than the man who had not a badge, 
because the latter, not having a badge, 
would be fined. Therefore, the man with 
a badge would be a penny better off than 
the man without a badge. I am afraid 
| have not made that perfectly clear. At 
the present moment good conduct pay 
consists in giving a mana penny a day 
after two years service. We propose 
that a man may be fined a penny for bad 
conduct, but the man who has the 
badge will only lose the badge, and not 
be fined. At five years, as at present, he 
can get a second badge, carrying 1d. 
extra with it. We propose that a man 
shall not be fined in any of his pay so 
long as he hasa badge to lose. 

I do not want to labour this subject of 
pay, but | should like the House to con- 
sider it fora moment longer. I say at 
once that it is impossible for us to 
estimate the effect of the rise of pay 
directly upon recruiting. But I say also 
that it will be universally admitted that 
a rise from 10d. to ls. 6d. per day is a 
great jump in the pay of the soldier. If 
you take a person in civil life who is 
engaged like the soldier, who is lodged, 
clothed, and fed, as, for instance, a 
footman, you may get a young and 
inexperienced footman for, say, £20 a 
year. I think that nobody will deny that 
if you offer £24 a year at once, with 
a certainty of getting £36 a year two 
years later, and a further chance of 
promotion, such as you offer in the 
Army, you will undoubtedly get a better 
class man. If that is so in civil life, it 
ought to be so to some extent in the 
Army. 


MEN MARRIED OFF THE STRENGTH. 


Then, there is a particular body of 
men in the Army whom, I believe, we 
shall greatly benefit by our proposals. 
I mean the men who marry off. the 
strength. The case of such men at 
present is often deplorable. They marry 
perhaps a few months before the time 
they could marry on the strength and 
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receive its accompanying advantages. 
Probably a married man off the strength 
will allow his wife only 6d. a day at 
present. 
position to allow her Is. 2d. That in 
itself is a material amelioration of the lot 
of some of the best class of soldiers we 
have. After all, the net result will be 
that a man who joins the Army at 18 
will at the age of 20 have 10s. 6d. in his 
pocket to spend at the end of the week. 
I believe the number of labourers, and 
even artisans, in many classes of life, 
who, after having lodged, clothed, and 
housed themselves, have 10s. 6d. to spend 
on a Saturday night, is not so very large. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Do you propose 
to touch the question of the food ¢ 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No; I am not 
touching the question of the food on the 
present occasion. Now, Sir, there are 
two great results which we expect from 
our measures. The first is the improve- 
ment of recruiting, and the second is the 
effect onthe material. With regard to 
recruiting, it is obvious that we should 
want a larger body of recruits, as they 
will not all remain for eight years. We 
calculate that to keep up the Army to 
its present level we shall want 50,000 
recruits under the new system. We 
calculate that on a moderate assumption 
halt of those recruits will at the end of 
the two years elect to serve for eight 
years. | call that estimate moderate, be- 
cause in the Foot Guards, where there 
has been no inducement offered to 
re-engage—where there has been rather 
the inducement not to re-engage of good 
employment being offered to men when 
they had completed'their engagement— 
we find that about 30 per cent., taking 
one year with another, of the men who 
complete their three years re-engage. 
We expect that in the case of the line 
the re-engagements will equal 50 per 
cent. under the improved conditions. If 
our estimate turns out to be correct, and 
we get, as we expect to do, 50,000 
recruits or thereabouts, we shall be able 
to keep the Army full, and we shall have 
a reserve which will work up, not to 
80,000 or 90,000 as at present, but, if 
we desire it, to 150,000 or 175,000 men. 

As to the time the increase of pay. 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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will come into operation, the 2d. per day 
additional will be given on April Ist nex¢ 
to every soldier entitled to messing allow- 
ance whe has passed his recruit drill and 
is nineteen years of age. The 6d. per 
day additional will come into operation 
on April Ist, 1904, which is the first day 
the recruits who are now joining will be 
entitled to receive it. From that date it 
will be given in the whole Army to any 
man who consents to complete eight 
years with the colours. Some of the 
men have engaged for seven years ; they 
will have to engage to serve an extra 
vear to get the additional 6d. We pro- 
pose also to make a further concession, 
viz., to give to each regiment an increase 
number of “lance”? ranks. We propose 
to give them a considerably increased 
number cf lancesergeants and _ lance- 
corporals, and I think every military 
man in the House will recognise the 
advantage of that proposal. 


COST OF THESE PROPOSALS. 


I shall be asked what is the cost of all 
these concessions. The cost to Great 
Britain will be about £1,048,000 a year, 
and to India £786,000 a year. That 
undoubtedly is a heavy charge; but it is 
not a net increase in the yearly Estimates. 
In the first place, our present Estimates, 
or the Estimates of last year, were calcu- 
lated on our full strength. Until we 
reach our full strength, obviously the 
new pay will not oppress us, and the 
additional pay will not come into opera- 
tion for two years. The net total of the 
present Army Estimates is swollen 
owing to large purchases for stores. 
These purchases will largely come to an 
end before the new charge which we are 
now proposing accrues. But I believe 
these changes will have a more far- 
reaching effect. I suppose every one 
anticipates a time when there will be a 
reaction in this House, and possibly in 
the country, against continuing to spend 
£30,000,000 a year on the Army services. 
I have lived through periods of excite- 
ment in the War Office, when the ery of 
retrenchment was raised, in which either 
we had to push forward the House or 
were pulled back ourselves. I have no 
doubt whatever that, when the war is 
over, possibly when this Party has left 
office and hon. Gentlemen opposite come 
into power, they will have to face a 
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strong agitation in which all those who 
want something out of the public purse 
for objects in which they are interested 
will unite in an unholy alliance to 
decrease the Army Estimates. 


will probably unite with the Arbitration 
Committee and the Navy League, and 
urge that in the Army Estimates may 
be found a scope for retrenchment, by 
which funds may be secured for the 
particular objects they have at heart. 
The policy I recommend to the House is 
to establish a large reserve, so that we 
may have the minimum on the active 
list with the maximum power of ex- 
pansion. If a time of retrenchment 
comes, I believe it will be possible, 
if you get your larger Reserve and 
at the same time a_ better class 
of men, for you to keep some of the corps, 
especially the Artillery, at a lower level 


than could otherwise be the case, and to | 


retrench upon the active list, well know- 
ing, as this war has proved, that you can 
absolutely rely upon the efficiency of the 
Reserve. 

There is one other aspect of the 
subject of which I wish the House to 
take notice, and that is that the posses- 
sion of a larger reserve will enable the 
bargain made between the soldier and 
the State to be carried out more sym- 
pathetically than has been possible up to 
the present time. If a man wants to 
leave the colours somewhat earlier, or 
wants to return to them after a short 
absence, it will be in the power of the 
War Office to do more in that direction. 

THE VOLUNTEERS, 

Pass ng away from that subject, | must 
ask the House to allow me to saya few 
words about the present condition of the 
Volunteers. I do not wish to express at 


any length what I believe we all feel | 


as to the merits of the Volunteers. J 
yield to no man in my appreciation of 
the efforts of the Volunteers. We have 
tested a considerable number of them in 
South Atrica-—the first time our Volun- 
teers have been on active service—and 
they have borne the ordeal well, and 
have been well reported of wherever they 
have been employed. I know there is 
no more certain way to compass popu- 
larity in this House than to say all that 
is flattering to the Volunteers, and to 
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leave unsaid all that is unpleasant. But 
|I hope the House will allow me to say 
a few words tonight which will tell 
them frankly what I conceive to be the 
truth with regard to the Volunteers. 
The Volunteer force must not be regarded 
as a whole. There are Volunteers and 
Volunteers—some are admirably trained 
'and some are poorly trained. Among 
those who are admirably trained, there 
are some who are admirably trained tor 
| parade movements, but who have had 
very little experience of field training. 
‘I must not be told that all training 
depends on finances, because I find that 
some of the best trained regiments have 
their finances in the best order, and some 
of the worst trained regiments have their 
finances in the worst condition. In the 
worst regiments of Volunteers the War 

Office seems to be regarded as a sort of 
'milch cow. 

I have had brought before me so 
many cases of the kind that I must 
mention one or two by way of illustra- 
tion to show that the finance cry is not 
to be accepted without examination. 
Some of the regiments whose accounts 
are in the worst order are proved to 
have spent money largely upon services 
that have nothing whatever to do with 
military requirements. One officer who 
had a serious difficulty with his General 
on a question of finance came up to 
Lordon to discuss the matter with 
the Secretary of State, and we found 
that he charged the expenses of a 
very long journey and of his stay in 
London to the finances of his corps. 
There was another officer who continued 
_to give entertainments to his corps at 
the expense of the corps, with all the 
resources of a bankrupt battalion at his 
back. I must say that some of the 
allowances given to the Volunteers 
specially in 1900 for the camps of 
that year were so liberal that there 
was a temptation to spend money reck- 
lessly. In the hurry of calling out the 
Volunteers it had been arranged 
that orderly sergeants should get an 
extra ls, I read of one sergeant 
instructor who was so much in demand 
that he looked after the company 
accounts of four or five companies and 
drew ls. from each, and then he so 
earned the admiration of his command- 
ing officer that he was made orderly 











391 Supply—Army 


room sergeant, with another ls. Finally, 
he had so much respect for his own 
powers that, having the right as orderly 
sergeant to have an orderly room 
assistant at 3d. a day extra, he appointed 
himself assistant orderly sergeant to 
himself, with an extra 3d. The dis 
position in some corps to help the 
corps at the expense of the War Office 
is so catching that I confess to the 
House I once fell a victim to it myself. 
I believe my experience is not unique, 
and I only give it in order to show 
what is the difficulty of preventing a 
Volunteer who is absolutely above board 
in everything else thinking that it is 
legitimate to do what he can with the 
War Office. I belonged for some years 
to a Volunteer corps, like most hon. 
Gentlemen in this House, and for one 
day 1 belonged to another corps. It 
was at Oxford. I thought the Oxford 
corps was not in a very good way, and 
I did not jom it, but on the inspection 
day I got a message from the colonel, 
accompanied by a sergeant’s uniform, 
asking me, as one of his sergeants was 
away, to fill his place for the day, 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): The right hon. Gentleman does 
not say that that is the general practice 
in the Volunteer force. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am not speaking 
generally of the Volunteer force or 
of my hon. friend’s corps. When, hew- 
ever, | arrived on the ground, duly 
arrayed, and quite unaware of the fraud 
I was perpetrating, I was asked to take 
command of a Company, which I did 
in a sergeant’s uniform. I do not know 
whether my words of command were 
right or not, because the Company were 
talking so loudly throughout the parade 
that they were not much the wiser for 
the words of command; but I walked 
away with the thanks of that colonel, 
perfectly unaware that I had earned 
£2 10s. fraudulently from the Govern- 
ment for the corps. I have always 
thought that, if my right hon. friend 
wants conscience money, he will know 
where to apply for it! But if my hon. 
friend were to press me, I should have 
to tell him in regard to the third class 
firing that we insisted on some years 
ago for a man to become proficient 

Mr. Brodrick. 
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that I have sent for some of the records 
of shooting at different times, and I am 
bound to say that in some instances 
the improvement in shooting at the 
last range when a man was a little 
short of the chance of getting through 
was very exceptional. I fear there 
are instances in which the sergeant 
has been so accommodating as to take the 
rifle in order to avoid the loss to the 
corps which would accrue. I am_ not 
saying that such cases are general in 
Volunteer corps. Do not let it 
be supposed for one moment that | 
am throwing stones at the Volunteer 
force. But I say there are exceptional 
cases that we cannot accept. 


PROPOSED VOLUNTEER REFORMS. 


] will put the points one by one of what 
it is that Lord Roberts, as Commander-in- 
Chief, is anxious to achieve. We _ have 
for the first time recognised that the 
Volunteer force should be placed to a 
large extent in the first line in case of 
invasion. If we are to do that, we must 
be certain of the value of the troops we 
put there. Now, Sir, the mere per- 
formance of a certain number of routine 
drills is not sufficient. We have raised 
the company drill to twenty men, and we 
were told that that was impossible. We 
will meet any ordinary difficulty ; if 
twenty men cannot be got from one 
company, let them be got from several 
companies ; but we will not recognise 
company drill of ten or twelve men as 
company drill. 


Srr HOWARD. VINCENT: You 
never had it. [Cries of ‘‘ Order! ”} 
*Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. and 


gallant friend must not take as personal 
remarks which are true of certain corps 
with which I am_ illustrating the 
difficulties with which we are dealing. I 
go further, and say that men are allowed 
to count drills when they come in at 8.25 
to a drill which concludes at 8.30. These 
things we cannot undertake to recognise, 
and, generally speaking, we cannot accept 


mere parade movements as _ being 
sufficient to fit Volunteer officers to 
command their Company over an 


extended line of country. My hon. and 
gallant friend himself, who has got an 
admirable corps, many of the men of 
which have seen service in South Africa, 
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and have been excellently reported upon 
—my hon. friend himself, who makes 


great exertions to take his men out for | 


two or three days if he cannot do more, 
told me that it was no use ordering 
him to drill half his regiment in battalion 
together, for he could not get 


_make themselves efficient’ year by 


more | 


than one-third of them into the drill- | 
hall, which is the only place where they | 


ean drill. If that be so, if battalion drill 
is worth anything, then my hon. and 
gallan: friend must somehow or other 
be enabled to exercise his men; but it 
is no use saying, ‘‘ Because I cannot 
exercise them, you must not insist, but 
you must call me efficient.” 
and gallant friend made a speech the 
other day in which he these 
regulations must be acted up to if 
possible, but he also said, on the other 
hand, ‘‘ We all know Volunteers are 
looked upon as the one bulwark against 
conscription,” and he said he for one 
would defend the country from con- 


said 


scription to the last breath. But, 
if that is the view of commanding 
officers of Volunteers, they must 
not at the same time say what is 


the efficiency which will enable us to do 
without conscription. What we ask 1s 
this—the Commander-in-Chief inculcated 
the necessity of Volunteers going from 
time to time into camp. A Committee 
has been sitting to consider our regula- 
tions. If it is not possible for Volunteers 
to conform with them in larger numbers, 
they must be ready to face some reduc- 
tion in numbers if we can get more 
ethciency. It is more to our purpose to 
get a somewhat smaller body of men and 
a force on which we can entirely rely. 
I hope before leaving this subject I may 
be allowed to say that}I speak in no 
unsympathetic spirit. Anything which 
is brought before me as regards a genuine 
financial difficulty of a corps shall have 
my most careful consideration. But let 


My hon. | 
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Some of them can- 
not continue. Either they marry er they 
are too busy, and cannot continue to 
year. 
| hope commanding officers will receive 
ina sympathetic spirit what I propose. 
We propose that any man with not less 
than four years training in the Volun- 
teers shall be allowed to go into the 
Reserve for six years, provided that he 
will shoot at the range once in two years. 
We believe that a very large number of 
men would be willing to put their names 


_downand come out on an emergency who 


us aim at efficiency, if necessary with | 


smaller numbers, rather than delude the 
House of Commons by telling them there 
are 300,000 men ready to take the field, 
when we know that some of them are 
not efficient. 


A VOLUNTFER RESERVE. 


In the programme of this year I pro- 
pose to establish a Volunteer Reserve. 
We have this mass of men going by the 


cannot attend a yearly drill. We propose 
to take the same steps in regard to the 
Yeomanry. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): Will these 
men have rifles and be actually available, 
or will they be simply Reservists ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I do not want to 
bind myself too closely, because in this, as 
in what [am now going to tell the House, 
I propose to confer with commanding 
officers in the first instance before issuing 
any orders on the subject. 


A YEOMANRY RESERVE. 


With regard to the Yeomanry, it must be 
obvious to everybody that modern war re- 
quires a much larger number of mounted 
troops than in former times. We found 
the use of mounted Regulars very great in 
the South African war. Men who can shoot 
and ride, who understand the elements of 
drill, and have had some experience in 
camp of tactical exercises, are, in the 
opinion of the Commander-in-Chief, a 
most valuable adjunct to any military 
force. We propose to utilise the 
Yeomanry to this extent. We propose 
to offer to men in the Yeomanry up to a 
certain number, 5,000 in all, £5 a vear to 
place themselves on the list of the 
Yeomanry Reserve for the purpose of 
serving abroad in the case of mobilisa- 
tion. It is an entirely voluntary under- 
taking. It will, of course, be confined 
to the existing Yeomanry regiments and 
to those who have served in South 


| Africa ; and we believe that” we shall 


| substantial addition to 


obtain by that arrangement a very 
our mounted 


forces in the case of an emergency. They 


| will, of course, only be available on the 


mobilisation of the whole Army Reserve. 








395 Supply— Army 


We propose to fill their places in the 
Yeomanry at home by the formation of 
a similar Yeomanry Reserve to the 
Volunteer Reserve which I have just 
described—men who are unable to come 
out to camp for a fortnight every year, 
but who, having served and having been 
efficient, under certain conditions, will 
be allowed to remain members of the 
regiment, and will, | am certain, under- 
take to serve in case of an emergency in 
this country. 


{COMMONS} 





THE MILITIA—A MILITIA RESERVE. 

I am afraid that I am making too! 
large a claim upon the time of the) 
House—[Cries of “No, no”]—but I will | 
sketch as rapidly as I can what we) 
propose to do with three other measures 
of reform this year. In the first place, 
there is the Militia. We have been 


encouraged to assist the Militia by the | 


admirable service they have done in 
South Africa. In the present year we 
have made the experiment of using 
Militiamen as field Artillerymen. It is_ 
impossible, we find, to ask any large 
body of Volunteers to take the duty of 
field Artillery. They have not the time 
to give to it, and they are not able, except 
in emergencies, to spare long enough 
time to doit, but we have made the 
experiment with one _ brigade of 
Militia with a considerable permanent 
staff of Regulars, and the Commander-in- 
Chief is highly pleased with the result 
that has been achieved. That en- 
courages us to consider whether we can 
extend the operation. We are going te 
do what we can to encourage Militia 
officers. In the first place, we shall give 
a certain number every year an oppor- 
tunity of serving with line regiments in 
order that they may have the benefit of 
the training, and also to enable the line 
regiments to have additional officers at 
these periods of the year. We intend to 
continue the system of entering the 
Army through the Militia. We recom- 
mend for this year the establishment of 
a Militia Reserve of 50,000 men, voted 
by the House last year, who have 
already served in the Militia or completed 
their reserve service in the line, and 
whom it was not considered desirable to 
raise till we had completed the garrison 
regiments. There are some smaller 
advantages that we propose for the 
Militia—an increase especially in the 
Mr. Brodrick. 
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Militia Artillery and increased pay and 
better instruction for the Militia 
Engineers. 


OFFICERS’ EDUCATION AND EXPENSES. 

We hope this year to take a consider- 
able step forward in the matter of the 
education of officers. The Committee 
appointed with my right hon. friend the 
First Commissioner of the Board of 
Works as chairman, which was appointed 
independently of the War Office, has not 
yet presented its Report, and, therefore, I 
cannot touch upon that subject, but 
pending that Report we have decided to 
carry out a system of seconding officers 
for the Staff College and filling up their 
places in their regiments, and _ this, 
I think, will be a great inducement to 
officers who attend the Staff College. I tcld 
the House last year that we wouid do what 
we could in regard to checking officers’ 
expenses; and the Financial Secretary 
has given great attention to this subject. 
Although we may not be able to deal 
drastically with the whole subject this 
year, we can in some respects undertake 
to keep down the initial expenses to which 
fathers are put when their sons enterthe 
Army. At present it is not only the 
expense of living in the regiment, but to 
a poor man the outfit and uniform are a 
heavy burden. With regard to horses, I 
do not like to speak too fully at this 
moment, but I believe we can carry 
much further a system of inducing 
officers to take the best troop horses at 
an annual payment, the competitive buy- 
ing of chargers for the service being an 
unreasonable strain upon officers’ finances. 
In South Africa officers have largely 
availed themselves of the permission to 
take such horses, and we propose similarly 
todeal with the question of furniture. 
In the Navy a penny a day is provided 
by the officers for the upkeep of furniture, 
and my noble friend has drawn up a 
scheme by which an officer entering 
the Army in the future will be provided 
with furniture and camp equipment 
by paying this 1d. a day. The scheme 
will not only relieve the _ officers, 
but it will also compensate the State. 
In regard to uniform, we are hopeful of 
being able to make arrangements which, 
besides the reduction of cost on the new 
uniform as compared with the old, will 
enable it to be obtained at a more reason- 
able price by officers. We do not want 
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to deter officers from the manly sports 
which are traditional in our Army, but 
we do want to diminish an extravagant 
system of living in regiments, which 
practically checks the entrance of poor 
men. 

DRILL. 


Very considerable changes are also to 
be made in the drilling of the men. 
The infantry drill will in future be 
changed, and the principle governing 
it will be that the company and not 
the battalion will be the practical 
unit. The commander of the com- 
pany will be the instructor, and the 
work will go on consecutively for the 
eight months of the year which are 
not furlough months. Rifle exercises 
will be simplified ; manual and bayonet 
exercises will be abolished, and bayonet 
fighting will replace bayonet exercise. 
More importance will be given to 
skirmishing, and signals are, as_ far 
as possible, to take the place of bugle 
calls. I believe this system of training 
will not only relieve the soldier from 
unnecessary parade, but will also greatly 
increase his efficiency. 


MEDICAL SERVICE, 


There is one other branch of Army 
reform upon which I must say a few 
words, and that is the medical service. 
I had the advantage last year of the 
assistance of several of the best medical 
practitioners in London in drawing up 
a new scheme for the Army Medical 
Corps. The features of that scheme are 
increased pay, increased number of 
officers, and we further give zealous 
officers opportunity for study, and we 
propose to provide the means for it 
in London if pos-ible. We are carrying 
out by examinaton the principle of 
promotion by merit, which is all-impor- 
tant in the medical service. We hope 
by the interchange to bring these 
officers into close touch with civil 
schools. We shall produce a gradual 
change in quartering, that an officer 
may occupy the same quarters, where 
possible, for two years. We desire to 


attach him to a battalion, and give 
the officer a home at the beginning of 
his service. I know an hon. friend of 
mine has given notice of a Motion on 
this subject, and I believe I shall be 
able to satisfy him that anything that 
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the wide experience of civil practitioners 
can bring to bear on the new system, 
has not been lost sight of in drawing 
it up. 

NURSING. 

With the reform of the medical 
service is connected the reform of the 
nursing service, and in this respect we 
have the advantage of the actua! and 
practical assistance of the president of 
the new nursing service—Her Majesty 
the Queen. I at ach very great import- 
ance to that assistance, not merely trom 
the fact of the exalted position of Her 
Majesty, but because Her Majesty has 
a practical knowledge and_ personal 
acquaintance with nursing such as is 
enjoyed by tew women in the Kingdom. 
I believe that in selecting nurses for 
Army service, the Board we are about 
to form will be as efficient as can be 
obtained by uniting the civil and the 
military services. 


MATERIEL. 


One word on the matériel for the year. 
There was much fear expressed in this 
House last year that we were falling 
behind in the matter of Artillery. I was 
attacked last year on account oi the guns 
we procured from Germany. I can say 
that the results given by these guns 
have been, in the opinion of those who 
served them and the officers who in- 
spected them, including the Commander- 
in-Chief, admirable both in rapidity wf 
fire and as regards the distance covered 
by the fire, and an immense improve- 
ment on our present guns. We have a 

, Committee investigating the whol qeues- 
tion of improvement in guns. We have 
much improved the larger guns, the 9°2 
guns; but the feature we are proposing 
this year is to make permanent the 
Explosives Committee, which has been 
sitting for the last two or three years, 
presided over by Lord Rayleigh. It will 
have joined with it one soldier and one 
sailor, and they will have at their com- 
mand an experimental establishment and 
a laboratory. I believe their researches 
have already resulted in giving us a 

‘powder much better than cordite, by 
limiting the erosion, which has so much 
reducedithe length of the life of our larger 
guns, that I believe their work will be of 
the greatest value to the nation. 
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THE COLONIES—ORGANISATION OF THE FORCES 
oF THE EMPIRE. 

Before I sit down I would ask the 
House in one more matter to give me 
sympathetic support. We cannot close 
any record of the year without remem- 
bering that even to a larger extent than 
last year we have had the support in 
the field of our Colonial forces. I trust 
it may be possible that some arrange- 
ment may be made by which the whole 
forces of the Empire may be made avail- 
able in case of a war in which the 
interests of the whole Empire are in- 
volved. An opportunity for con‘erring 
with our Colonial friends on this subject 
will occur on the visit of Colonial states- 
men to this country for the Coronation. 
We shall then have an opportunity of 
seeing how far the scheme in our minds 
commends itself to the Colonies, and 
how far they are willing to undertake a 
responsibility which will more closely link 
together the different parts of the Empire. 


PROGRAMME OF THE YEAR, 


Our programme for the year is this. We 
shall continue the work of organising our 
Army Corps, and as troops return home 
they will settle in the various places in 
the Army Corps which they are to fill in 
the future. We hope by the increase of 
pay that we shall improve the class of 
recruits. We know that, if the terms of 
service are generally accepted, we shall 
build up an adequate reserve, besides 
building up reserves for the Militia, 
Volunteers, and Yeomanry, as I have 
described. If we succeed in these matters, 
we shall have surely made a long step 
forward. The education of officers, the 
training of men, the reform of the Medicab 
Department and of the War Office itself, 
give evidence that even during the pro- 
gress of an exhausting war we have 
not altogether kept out of sight or- 
ganisation at home. It is our deter- 
mination that, if this war has been 
larger and costlier than we or any- 
body anticipated, at least this result 
shall come from it, that our Army shall 
come out of it more efficient than before, 
and, if we succeed in our efforts, our 
Empire will come out of the war much 
stronger than it entered into it. 


GENERAL REPLY TO CRITICISM OF THE ARMY. 


On one subject I may appeal to the 
House. 1 think it is most important that, 
Mr. Brodrick, 
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whatever our deficiencies are or have 
_been in the conduct of the war, they 
should not be exaggerated. We should 
preserve some sort of equilibrium, because 
Members are, after all, not merely engaged 
in giving advice to the Government that 
will enable them to correct mistakes 
that have been made, but every word 
that is said in this House and the attacks 
which are made are made use of by those 
who are not merely hostile to the Govern- 
ment but hostile to the country. There is 
a tendency in some quarters to depreciate 
our preparations, to magnify our failures, 
and exalt our deficiences in personnel 
and matériel. So far as that discredits 
the Department, so far as it filches from 
the reputation of Ministers, I do not 
complain of it; but remember these 
aspersions are greedily drunk in and 
quoted by foreign newspapers, and that 
it is universally believed abroaa that our 
officers are ill-trained, our warlike stores 
defective, and our War Office incapable, 
if not corrupt. This is not due to hostile 
critics on the Continent, but is largely 
due to encouragement given to exagger- 
ated statements made even by those who 
are friends to the Government and as 
good Englishmen as any of us. These 
things, I can assure the House, are 
felt very acutely by the Army in 
South Africa. Remember, the prestige 
of an Army is as valuable to the 
Army as honour is to a woman. More- 
over, you cannot take away the 
prestige of an Army without taking 
away the prestige of the country to 
which that Army belongs. You are not 
only robbing the diplomatist of his best 
weapon by depreciating his own Army, 
but in this case you are also robbing the 
soldier of his due. It is represented by 
hostile critics, not in this country, that 
our Army is not merely worse organised, 
but is worse manned, than foreign 
Armies. We have had not only 
experience of South Africa, but we have 
had experience of China. Man to man, 
side by side, organisation for organisation, 


coming from all parts of the globe, I 
make bold to say that, although our 
troops were largely composed of our 
Indian fellow-subjects, they came behind 
those of no foreign Power, either in 
| organisation, discipline, or in all that 
goes to make a soldier. 
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It is difficult to listen with patience, 
and; to read, as perhaps}I do more 
than some others, the continued cry 
in Continental papers that ours is 
an Army which serves for pay, and 
that our soldier is not equal to 
the conscript soldier. No British 
Minister can perhaps properly speak on 
these questions ; but I do not think that 
the foreign military men who served 
with our Army in South Africa will 
justify that libel on the rank and file of 
our Army. Whatever happens, what- 
ever may be the changes for the defence 
of this country, whether it ever occurs 
that compulsory service for home defence 
should be adopted, at all events we know 
this, that for the defence of India and 
our colonies, and for foreign expeditions, 
we shall always have to rely on an Army 
which is not made up of conscript 
soldiers. And our experience in the 
past justifies us in believing that our 
soldiers are equal to those of any of the 
Armies of the Continent in their own 
way. Our best soldiers who fought on 
the Continent in the Peninsular war 
were not conscript soldiers. The men, 
scattered remnants, half clothed and 
half starved as they were, who stood on 
the hill of Inkerman and pushed back a 
much larger number of Russians, were 
not conscript soldiers. And the men 
who, side by side with Nicholson at 
Delhi, fought their way into the town 
against a horde of fanatics, as well 
drilled and as well armed as themselves, 
who defended every inch of the ground— 
they were not conscripts. I cannot help 
feeling that, though the opportunities 
of this war have not been such as to 
give a chance for the display of such 
qualities as were evinced on those three 
occasions, they have brought out in our 
Army a patience in the enduring of 
hardship, an endurance proved during 
two years, a courage and a humanity 
second to that of no Army in the world. 

I hope the House will forgive me 
for saying as much as this tonight, 
in view of the attacks which have 
been made, and seeing, as I have said, 
that they are bitterly felt by those who 
are enduring all that a soldier can endure 
for his country, and who are not able to 
reply tothem. It is because I feel that 
our Army is well organised, is well 
manned, and well equipped, that I ask 
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the Housetotake the step forward which 
I have put before them tonight, and to 
secure, in this day of progress, when we 
must go back if we do not go forward, 
that the personnel of our Army shall not 
be allowed to fall behind its traditions in 
the past. When we remember that a 
generation ago sacrifices were made of 
cherished traditions at the instance of 
the Ministry of the day which resulted 
in giving us short service and a large 
reserve, and when we think of all that 
has been done to provide an Army to 
carry on this war in South Africa, I 
think this House should be encouraged 
to ‘nake some sacrifice to carry on that 
policy; and I believe that in so doing 
we shall not only have the support of 
our fellow-countrymen in the present 
day, but sha'learn the gratitude of those 
who come after us. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—CONCENTRA- 
TION CAMPS. 

(7.50.) Mr. HUMPHREYS - OWEN 
(Montgomeryshire) : No one in this House 
or out of it believes more strongly than | 
do that we ought to be animated by feel- 
ings of admiration for the men who, in 
the face of great difficulties and tribula- 
tions, have been fighting for us in South 
Africa. I have never concealed my 
belief that the war was avoidable, and 
a melancholy blunder, but, though 
I have always censured the Govern- 
ment for forcing us into the war, 
I have never done anything to hinder 
its vigorous prosecution. ‘The country 
has scarcely realised what the con- 
sequences of the war have been 
to the women and children in the camps. 
Bringing the figures down to the end of 
January, I find that 14,284 children 
and 2,484 men and women have perished 
in them. This is a _ terrible loss, 
but it is still more terrible when you 
consider the proportion which this mor- 
tality bears to the numbers in the 
camps themselves. Repeatedly the 
death rate of children has been some- 
thing like 500 per 1,000 per annum, and 
even now, in the returns for January 
last, I ‘find the death rate is 247 per 
1,000. Now, when such a tragedy as 
this is unrolled before our eyes it is 
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necessary—indeed, it is more—it is 
the duty of Parliament to inquire 
strictly into what are the causes and 
what are the remedies which should be 
provided. 

As to the causes for the creation of the 
camps, I would say that they began by the 
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policy which was adopted of devastating ' 


the country as a military measure 
with the view of making the resistance 
of the Boers impossible. But the trouble 
was also added to by another act of 
policy, namely, the paper annexations, 
and the insisting upon the taking, by 
the inhabitants of the country, of oaths, 
either of allegiance or neutrality, with- 
out being able to give due protection 
to the people for whom we thus became 
responsible, because it must be remem- 
bered that the notion of sovereign and 
subject implies the relation of protector 
and protected. The result of our action 
was that we were unable to protect 
large tracts of country, and the only 
alternative that was left to our soldiers 
was to have camps for those for whom 
we had made ourselves responsible. 
was done, I have no doubt, with humane 
motives on the whole, though I think 
you cannot read the Blue-books without 
seeing that what was passing through 
the minds of some, at any rate, of our 
authorities out there, was the idea that 
by keeping the wives and children away 
from the fighting Boers we should put 
pressure upon them, and that this 
would be a humane measure, because 
it would tend to shorten the war. 
Now, it has not shortened the war. On 
the contrary, as my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for Central Sheftield has 
pointed out in the book which he has 
sent to me, so far from shortening the 
war, it has lengthened the war. It has 
strengthened the determination of the 
Boers in the field, and relieved them 
from the responsibility of looking after 
their women folk. 

Then, there was a further cause for the 
failure of the camps. They were under- 
taken as a military measure, and the 
camps were fixed by soldiers according to 
military ideas. This is pointed out by 
the Committee of ladies in their Report, 
which has been distributed amongst us. 
They say at page 17— 

“There can be little doubt that in the first 
instance the military did not take suiii- 
ciently into account the difference necessary 
letween the treatment of women and children 
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and that of soldiers. For instance, we believe 
itis reckoned that sufficient tent accommodation 
is given to an Army in the field if one tent is 
allowed to sixteen men. Experience has 
proved that more than three times this amouut 
of accommodation is necessary in a concentra- 
tion camp, and that anythivg over five in a bel] 
tent means overcrowding. Soldiers in war 
times are constantly moving from place to 
place. A _ concentration camp when once 
planted down on a particular site will probably 
remain there for months or even years. We 
cannot feel that sufficient care has been exer- 
cised to choose only those sites on which a good 
and plentiful water supply and other vital 
requirements could be secured.” 


They point out in another part of the 
report that one of the camps, for military 
reasons, was placed in a position which 
would not otherwise have been selected, 
That wes the case of the Orange River 
camp, of which they say— 


“This camp had been removed in obedience 


, to military orders, and the people transferred 


This | 


to the general camp. The doctors considered 
this the direct cause of the epidemic of 
measles.” 

This is not a charge against the officers, 
but a criticism on their skill for under- 
taking such work. A further reason of 
the failure to carry on the camp satis- 
factorily has been, I think, that public 
attention was not directed to them in 
anything like time. It was very un- 
fortunate that, although the camps were 
visited and reported upon very early 
last year, there was a very great amount 
of party spirit excited; it became a 


matter of party loyalty to say that 
all was well in them, and in con- 
sequence of that, the care was less 


than it would otherwise have been. A 
most optimistic spirit pervaded the 
officials. There is a report of one of the 
authorities to this effect— 

‘* Hospitals are established in all the camps, 
and one medical officer is allowed for each 
thousand refugees, the h«spital establishments 
being increased in cases of grave sickness. All 
linen, clothing, and hospital luxuries of every 
description are without stint.” 

* * * * * 

Ample accommodation is provided in allcamps 
for the refugees. Some are in wood and iron 
buildings, each family having a separate room, 
some in marquees, while others have bell tents, 
overcrowding in all cases being strictly for- 
bidden. Suitable latrines for men and women 
are constructed with corrugated irou and wood. 
Washing places are provided in the same way 
for both sexes.” 

That was an official statement sent tothe 
War Office, and, naturally enough, it was 
accepted, and therefore 1 suppose no 
special efforts were taken. But I will ask 
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the House to compare this very optimistic 
statement with a few extracts from the 
Blue-book. I have verified them myself, | 
and can assure the House they are| 
accurate. One is an extract from Dr. | 
Kendal Franks’ report. He is speaking | 
of the camp at South Irene, and he) 
says— 

“In some of the tents there is a distinct over- | 
crowding.” 
Dr. Pratt Yules’ remarks are also im. 
portant. He says— 





| 
| 
| 


‘* The recommended number of occupants per | abolished. 


tent is five, and every effort is made to reach | 
this standard. Very frequently the numbers | 
per tent are greatly in excess of this, but these 
instances are being remedied as quickly as 
possible. If we take the ordinary -bell tent as | 
having a capacity of 650 cubic feet, the air 
space per head is seen to be very small indeed— 
130 cubic feet to each of five occupants. The 
ventilation through the canvas may practically 
be discarded. Impure air has a much more 
detrimental effect on the health of children 
than on that of adults under the conditions of 
camp life.” 

Dr. Turner writes— 

“There is no provision for privacy except 
that some families hang up rugs between the 
portions of floor allotted to them and their 
neighbours. These buildings might be very 
suitable for barracks used by men only, but 
nothing less suitable for families could be well 
conceived. I leave out of the question such 
objections as the want of privacy. Every 
incident of family life must be carried on coram 
populo.” 


Then, again, as to inadequate clothing, it 
is stated — 
“ Many of the refugees claim that they were | 


hurriedly removed from their homes, and not | 


given time to collect their belongings, being 
told by the officer in charge of patrol that they 
would be clothed and fed in camp. I consider 
that in some few cases this complaint may be | 
founded on fact, though there is evidence that | 
the majority of families were not only allowed | 
time to collect whatever they desired to bring 
in with them, but also that considerable trans- 
port conveniences must have been placed at 
their disposal, for some families have brought 
a considerable quantity of furniture into the 
camps.” 


Again, I say that the troops carried out | 
this wretched work with every possible 


consideration. ‘Then there was another | 
case at Heidelburg. There it was | 


“The condition of women and children cap- 
tured on commando and sent into camp is | 
pitiable in the extreme. They arrive here with | 
nothing, and report destruction of even their | 
mattresses and blankets. This, of course, necessi- | 
tates the issuing of blankets, etc., to them, and | 
considerably increases the expenditure of the 
department.” 


VOL. CIV. 


stated— | 


[FourtTH SERIES. | 
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One of the chief causes of the great 
mortality is stated by the medical men 
to have been that a large number of 
children had no bedsteads whatever, and 
were obliged to sleep on beds on the 
ground, with the result that they were 
frequently wet and miserable. Another 
fault of military policy was the wretched 
system of half rations, which, we know, 


| was generally stopped at once when 


attention was called to it in this House. 
But the system has not been altogether 
Putting people on short 
rations, or on second-class rations, is still 
used by way of punishment in some of 
the camps, though not in all, because 
some of the superintendents refuse to 
employ that particular means of punish- 
ment, as it is punishing the children for 
the faults of the parents. But that the 


system of half rations was continued in 


one case until it was discovered by the 


_Ladies Committee is shown in their 
Report. They found as recently as 
August last that at Vryburg 


there were in camp Transvaalers and 
Bechuanalanders. The latter, being 
technically rebels, were put on half 
rations, while the Transvaalers were on 
full rations. The ladies remonstrated, 
and pointed out that a promise was 
made in this House that the system 


should not be continued, and it was 


immediately stopped by the officer in 
command. But still there is the fact that 
the attempt to govern a great number 
of civilians by military notions is sure to 
cause trouble, which military men 
cannot be expected to foresee. 


The hon. and gallant Member for 
Central Sheffield has been good enough 
to send me his little pamphlet entitled 
“In a Boer Concentration Camp.” 
When I read it I was reminded of 
nothing so much as of a learned counsel 
pointing out to a Committee upstairs 
the immense advantage of some com- 
mercial undertaking, the great profits 
that would ensue from it, and the public 
benefits that would be served. One 
would think on reading this pamphlet that 
everything was for the best in the best 
of all possible camps. I should like to 
read one or two extracts— 


‘Let us visita camp. Thesite is well chosen 
—on the sun slope of a gentle hill. In the tents 
much furniture ; on the beds light quilts, clean 
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sheets, many pillows. Meals when they like, | been taken by the various columns that 
cooked as they like, with hot filtered water | have been clearing the country, and of 
always available for coffee or tea. 800 refugees who were captured in lager 
That is how it appeared to the hon. and | at Graspan. 
gallant Gentleman, but that is not how} Even in cases where the superintendents 
it appeared, about the same time, to the | of thecamps are willing to allow women 
Ladies’ Committee. They had a very | and children who wish to do so to goto 
different story to tell. Here are their | their friends,the military authorities of the 
recommendations, which show that the | places to which they wish to go are con- 
camps are not so perfect as they appeared | sulted,and if they refuse to let them come 
to the hon. and gallant Gentleman. On | they are kept in the camps. I appeal to 
page 10 of the Report they reeommend— | Members of the House—is it reasonable to 
“That an addition to the rations of 4 1b. of | Suppose that the British Empire is going 





rice per head per week should be made. 
That |superintendents should be instructed to 
encourage the making in camps of cheap bed- 
steads. That every camp should be pro- 
vided with proper apparatus for boiling and 
disinfecting enteric linen. That whenever 
practicable there should be boilers for serving 
out water boiling, as at Johannesburg, anc 
that tinned milk should be issued to the 
children mixed in the boiled water, not in the 
tin.” 


I think that establishes the point that 
the country at large was misled by opti- 
mistic reports, and that it never practi- 


cally knew the truth until this Report. 


was issued. Nobody could have been 
expected ‘to read the huge Blue-book 
which came out in November, and 
which was chucked at our heads with- 
out any index whatever. 

There is another grave fault which I 
charge against the Government with 
regard to these prison camps. They left 
us under the impression that everybody 
who came there came more or less of 
their own free will, and could go in and 
out as they pleased. That is not the 
case. In the last Blue-book there is a 
very remarkable sentence, which con- 
clusively proves that these people are 
treated as prisoners. At page 90, op. 
934, the Deputy Administrator of the 
Orange River Colony says — 


“*T observe that your Excellency considers | 


that the camps should be fenced in ; that you 


ask the Attorney General to enlist certain | 
persons for a police force to keep order in the | 
lastly, that you prefer military regu- | 


camps 5 
lations being enforced in the several camps. 


*T wish to bring to your Excellency’s notice | 


the fact that in the concentration camps in 
the Orange River Colony at present in 
existence, where the camps are not fenced, 
and where simply camp limits are defined by 
conspicuous beacons, there is much less trouble 
in dealing with the people than in those camps 
where the people are confined within a barbed 
wire fence such as Kimberley.” 


And at page 125, Captain Trollope 
op. 853, speaks of refugees that have 
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to ruin because a few noisy-tongued 
women are allowed to go from one place 
to another in South Africa? It seemsto 
me that restrictions of this kind are not 
only cruel, but impolitic. A family writes 
to say they will be glad to receive so-and- 
so; the military authorities say she shall 
not go because she stirs up strife. Such 
a thing is resented by both her and her 
friends ; it prevents her friends from hay- 
ing the pleasure of looking after her and 
incenses them against British rule. 

Now, the authorities of the camps often 
excuse themselves for the excessive 
mortality by saying, first that it is owing 
to the medicine which Boer women will 
give to their children; if that is so, what 
is the use of strict discipline, if you 
cannot keep out of the camps the 
medicines they are supposed to take? 
secondly, that they are so dirty and 
insanitary in their habits. It may be 
true that some are dirty, but it is only 
a certain section. There are many 
passages all through the Blue-books 
which say the tents are clean and tidy. 
I will just quote one passage on page 
50 of the last Blue-book— 

‘*Tn dealing with this question it should be 
borne in mind that the populations of the 


camps are composed chiefly of the families of 
the most indigent and ignorant class of Boers. 
* ~ * oa * 


| 


‘The camps thus contain families many of 
which are highly respectable and of the best 
type of Boer, but by far the greater number 
| of those that have sunk lowest in the social 
| seale of the people. It is the latter description 
that has given the most trouble in the camps, 
| that defies all laws of hygiene.” 

How cruel it is to charge indiscriminately 
the whole nation with faults which are 
obviously only the faults of a certain 


section. 
Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Who has ? 
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*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: Con- 
stantly throughout the Blue-books you 
speak of the dirty habits of these people. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It is per- 
fectly clear there is some misapprehension. 
Over and over. again a distinction is 
made between the better class, who are 
as civilised as ourselves, and the poorer 
class, who give the greatest cause for 
anxiety. There is no charge against the 
whole. 


*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I was 
speaking of the popular impression. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Oh! 

*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: The 


general impression of the people is a very 
powerful factor in this matter, and so 
long as the nation is allowed to believe that 
the Boers are nothing but a set of idle, 
dirty, and lazy people, so long will there 
be this indifference to their sufferings 
to which I desire to call attention. I 
find it difficult to read the Blue-books, 
because there is so much to find fault 
with. I find it difficult to make a 
selection. There is one more point I 
must refer to; it relates to the same 
question. Here is what the Report of 
the Ladies Committee says of one of the 
South African camps, p. 57— 
“Sanitation: On the trench system and 
very rough. No proper seats (except in the 


school latrine) for either men, women, or 
children, but simply logs thrown across 
trenches.” 


Anybody who has read the Blue-books 
at all knows that there are other 
sanitary arrangements as bad. 

The Resolution speaks of the delay that 
took place in carrying out the improve- 
ments. It is admitted that improvements 
have been mdde, but the delay has been 
extreme. These Reports of the Ladies 
Committee shew how much still remains 
to be done. Miss Hobhouse called 
attention to these abuses early in last year. 
She was met with animosity by all 
sorts of persons, who, I venture to say, 
had not read her Report, or they would 
not have been so ready to attack her in 


this House, or on the platform, and go so | 


far as to stir up violent mobs to prevent 
her being heard. If they had read Miss 
Hobhouse’s book, they would, I believe, 
from shame, have refrained from making 
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those accusations. I have the book here, 
and I challenge you to find in it any 
violent or intemperate language. All she 

does is to point out, with some vigour, ad- 
mitted defects ; and those defects have re- 
/mained unremedied until just now, and 

there are still defects to be remedied. 

The treatment of Miss Hobhouse by a 
large section of the people of this country 
'is one of the saddest instances of the 
evils of political party spirit. We who 
/know Miss Hobhouse have the highest 
opinion of her, and feel the greatest 
| gratitude to her for what she has done. 
| What is going to be done? We call 
upon the Government to state the 
provision they intend to make for the 
coming South African winter. It is not 

for us to make constructive recommenda- 

tions, but to call attention to the matters 
that require remedy, and which, if at- 
tended to, will have the effect of prevent- 
ing the next South African winter being so 
disastrous to the camps as the last winter. 

The first thing the Government should con- 

sider is the personnel of the administration. 

Almost everything depends on the super- 

intendents ; the difference between a good 

and bad superintendent means the differ- 
ence between the life and death of 
hundreds and thousands of children, and 

I hope the Government will tell us what 

is the scheme of the pay and allowances 

that they give to the superintendents, and 
what precautions they take to assure 
themselves that those persons who are 
unfit for the position will not be appointed 
in the future. There is an interesting 
/paragraph in the last Blue-book, 934, 
page 52—~ 
“The greatest difficulty has been ex- 
perienced in obtaining the services of good 
doctors and good nurses. An almost continu- 
ous procession has been maintained of nurses 
and doctors going to one or other of the camps 
from the coast, and another of nurses and 
doctors going from one or other of the camps 
to the coast. This circumstance has greatly 
added to the difficulty of maintaining an ade- 
quate staff at the camps, and has given rise to 
much irritation, expense, and loss of efficiency 
| with consequent damage to the welfare of 
camps concerned.” 

What is the reason for this procession ? 
/There are plenty of good doctors and 
good nurses to be obtained. I suppose 
the fact is that the Government do not 
| choose to pay for them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: There is 
not the slightest foundation for that state- 
ment. If the hon. Gentleman had read the 
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Blue-book he would have seen that I said 
expense was not to be taken into consider- 
ation in the slightest degree. 


*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I 
member that, and I accept it. At the 
same time, that is quite recently, and 
everyone hopes the instruction has been 
acted up to. But it is evident from these 
Blue-books that it is necessary for the 
officials out there to be carefully looked 
after ; it is no use sending circulars with- 
out seeing that the work is done. I will 
do the right hon. Gentleman the justice 
to say that he has done that; he has 
looked after them, and got into trouble 
with Lord Milner in consequence. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Certainly 
not. Really the hon. Gentleman is not 
entitled to make these insinuations. In 
the first place, he insinuates that the 
Government, having declared that no 
expense was to be spared, were perhaps 
insincere, and he “hopes” the officials 
will carry it out. Now he declares that 
I have got into a quarrel or into difficulties 
with Lord Milner. There is not the 
slightest foundation for either of those 
insinuations, 


*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: The 
right hon. Gentleman is rather hasty. I 
made no insinuations. What I said was 
that unless officials out there were looked 
after, it was no use sending circulars ; he 
must see that they carry out the work. 
There is no insinuation in that. I went 
on to say that the right hon. Gentleman 
had done so, and that Lord Milner had 
not seemed very well pleased at it. I 
will give the reference to what Lord 


Milner did say. [The hon. Member 
looked through his notes, but was 


apparently unable to find the reference.t | 
At all events, it was just an allusion in 
passing. I made no seriouscharge. The 
right hon. Gentleman simply caught up 
the point, and tried to make something 
out of it. 

Then there is another point, and an 
important one, I think, viz., that of the 
rations. On this subject I consulted a 
lady, a housekeeper of experience, and 
her opinion of the rations is very adverse. 
Then I have a letter which appeared in 
the public Press from a gentleman who 
had worked out from the Blue-books the 


+The reference is to [Cd. 853] p. 24. A.C.H.O. 
Mr. J. Chamber.ain. 
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‘cost of rations in the month of October, 


re- | 


| the 


and these varied from about 3d to 5d per 
head. These are costs which unquestion- 
ably are nothing like sufficient for any but 
the very poorest of food. I remember when 
I was a visitor of a gaol it was thought 
we had done very well if we fed the 
inmates for 2s. 6d. a week. In the work- 
house the charge is about 5s. When 
that is compared with the costs which 
appear in the recent Blue-books, it is 
evident that the latter must necessarily 
be less than sufficient for a proper living 
allowance. 

I have now placed before the House 
my reasons for calling attention to the 
camps and for expressing a strong hope 
that the Government will take steps 
which will save the country from the 
misery of looking on at a continuance of 
the terrible death rate. The mght hon. 
Gentleman, if he reflects, will recog- 
nise that I have carefully abstained 
from making any personal charges or 
imputations whatever. I have simply 
criticised, as it is the duty of any Opposi- 
tion to criticise, the administrative 
action of the Government through its 
servants, and I trust that, for the credit 
of the country itself, we shall have a 
most effectual reform of the unfortunate 
state of things described in the Blue- 
books. I beg to move the Amendment 
standing in my name. (8.40.) 


*(9.10.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp- 
ton, E.): I rise to second the Motion, which 
has been moved with great ability and 
with still greater moderation by my hon. 
friend. On a question of such gravity, 
affecting the reputation and the honour of 
the whole nation, any man with a sense 
of responsibility will wish to speak 
with the utmost self-restraint and 
cireumspection. The case we lay 
before the House, the plain facts, 
are more eloquent than any rhetoric. 
The position is this. In awar unexampled 
in many cf its aspects, we have been 


| placed in a position in which we have, 


either by choice or compulsion, taken a 
whole people captive and have inflicted 
upon those who have done us no harm— 
non-combatants—the most serious 
and terrible consequences. My whole 
case may be summed up in the following 
words from Miss Hobhouse’s Report :— 
‘To keep these camps going is murder of 
| the children. Whatever the authorities do, 
| and they are, I believe, doing their best with 
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patch on a great ill. By more judicious 
management they could do more, but do what 
you will, you cannot undo the thing itself.” 


The deaths of 14,000 children lieat our 
door, and the vast majority of those deaths 
are the direct result of our policy. 
An effort has been made to explain away 
the mortality in the camps by saying 
that the ordinary death-rate among 
the Boers in the country districts 
was abnormal and appalling. There 
is no evidence of that. The Governor of 
Cape Colony has reported that he could 
obtain noinformation of thesupposed high 
mortality. The medical officer of the Cape 
Government, when appealed to, gave the 
death-rate among children under one 
year in thirty-two Cape towns in 1889, 
the year before the war, as 147 per 
1,000 births ; whereas in twenty-eight 
chief towns of England and Wales it 
was 162 per 1,000 births. If that 
proportion holds good as applied to 
children of all ages, it would be seen at 
once that it was impossible to maintain 
the idea that there was an enormous 
normal mortality among the Dutch 
children, between one and twelve, as 
suggested. 


The right hon. Gentleman somewhat 
brusquely interrupted my hon. friend on 
the question of cost and expenditure in 
the camps. He very naturally boasted 
that he had directed that no cost should 
be spared. But he gave those directions 
after the ghastly months of September 
and October, which would always remain 
black pages in the history of this business. 
In the first B'ue-book the most careful 
instructions were given in the Circulars 
to observe the strictest economy. We 
are asked now to believe that there 
has been a great improvement in 
the camps. But, taking the figures for 
the Transvaal and Orange River camps, 
the camps really in question, I find that 
the death-rate of children in these camps 
in October last was 601 per annum per 
1,000; in November it was 499; 
in December, 388; and in January, 
which month we are told marked 
such splendid results, it is still 262 per 
1,000. At the October rate the whole 
population would have gone in twenty 
months, and at the January rate 
in forty-four months. Is that a 


result which would satisfy the national 
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conscience? The mortality has been 
highest amongst children between the 
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_ages of one year and twelve years. It 
_has been estimated that the rate at 
_which children of these ages have been 


dying in the Transvaal and the Orange 
River camps is no less than fourteen 
times the mortality of children of the 
same ages in the city of Manchester, 
which is not one of the most healthy 
cities in England. Taking the whole 
white population of all the camps, the 
rate of mortality has only sunk from 
339 per 1,000 to 189 per 1,000 in 
January, or in other words these people 
are still dying ten times faster than the 
population in England, and four times 
faster than in the most congested and 
unhealthy slums of Glasgow and Man- 
chester. And it must be remembered 
that this is a business which cannot 
be completely repaired by one or two 
important reforms at the present time. 
This grim and appalling record must go 
on. One of the most serious points laid 
before the country by Lord Milner was 
that in two months time, with the 
greatest efforts, he could only transfer 
6,500 persons from these camps to the 
coast, and at the end of four months 
apparently only 9,800 had been moved 
down to Natal. And Lord Milner went 
on to say that probably as much as could 
be done altogether was to transfer one- 
fifth of the whole population from the 
camps to the coast. His Lordship drew 
attention to the fact that this question of 
the camps was likely to last for years. 
‘*We have to consider that the housing and 
keeping alive of this large number of women 
and children in these camps is net fer a few 
weeks, but for months and months, and, per- 
haps, for years and years.” 
It seems to me that that deepens our 
responsibility enormously. Reference 
has been made by my hon. friend to the 
recommendations and suggestions made 
by Miss Hobhouse. I wish to support 
what fell from the Secretary of State for 
War in regard to the Lady Commis- 
sioners who have recently reported on 
the condition of these camps. I do not 
believe that for works of mercy and tender 
ministrations to the sick and the dis- 
tressed, there is anything in the world to 
be compared with an English woman, with 
heart, and brains, and energy. The 
Ladies Commission fully deserve every- 
thing that has been said as to the 
thoroughness and exhaustive nature of 
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their inquiry, and the fearlessness with{new tanks outside the hospital 
which they have exposed every fault. | kitchens was the colour of pea-soup.” 
But what is the upshot of this inquiry ?| One section of this camp got water from 
My hon. friend has dwelt on the optimistic | a polluted ‘furrow supplied from a dam 
character of the first Blue-book, but in four miles off, and many sickly beasts had 
that I cannot agree with him. What died at the water's edge.” In another 





struck me chiefly in the first of the Blue- 
books on the camps was the extreme 
frankness and honesty of the camp officials 
in the complaints they made of the terrible 
distress they had to meet, and the want 
of means they had to deal with their 
difficulties. They appealed to Lord 
Kitchener and authorities of all kinds 
to help them to get out of the position 
in which they had been placed. I cannot 
go through the details regarding all the 
camps ; but I have analysed them with 
the utmost care, and, while I wish to pay 
the highest honour to the devoted officials 
for the manner in which they endeavoured 
to discharge their duties, there are from 
the first, again and again, the plainest 
intimations of the most serious sani- 
tary faults in the camps, corrobor- 
ating all that Miss Hobhouse had said. 
The Blue-book is a vast record of the 
ghastly inability of those well-meaning ad 
ministrators to overtake the evils with 
which they were confronted, and to 
remedy them after they had _ been 
exposed. I wish to give the highest 
honour to the officials who tried to cope 
with the difficulties, but the Government 
ought never to have embarked on a 
policy which was not justifiable in view 
of the very serious dangers and risks, 
and ought never to have undertaken a 
task which was wholly beyond their 


powers. 


My hon. friend has referred to the 
fact that, even in these later months— 
eight or nine months after Miss 
Hobhouse’s visit—there was still no pro- 
vision for the disinfection of the sheets 
used by typhoid patients. 
of the Report there were protests 
against the heaps of dust and filth which 
had been allowed to accumulate in nearly 
every camp throughout the whole of 
thee areas. The question of water is, 
perhaps, the most serious that could arise 
in South Africa. One of the most 
frequent complaints of the Ladies Com- 
mission is that, even for the camp 
hospitals, water is still neither boiled 
nor filtered; and that after ten months. 
At Middelburg “the water} in the 


Mr. Channing. 


In every page | 


ease, at Potchefstroom. 4,900 people, 
| after a year, still depend for their water 
supply on a trench half clogged with foul 
rubbish, and receiving the surface drain- 
age of the camp. Miss Hobhouse recom- 
mended a supply of vegetables, but the 
Ladies Commission found several out- 
breaks of scurvy owing to the still 
scanty supply. I would like to quote one 
passage which shows Miss Hobhouse’s 
impartiality. She insisted on having 
stretchers to lift the people from the 
earth, and wrote in January last. 


“The damp of the ground, the occasional 
streams of rain that run through the draughty 
night air beneath the flap of the tents, combine 
to lower the health of the children.” 


But writing of the camp at Norval’s 
' Point, she was evidently under the impres- 
sion that every tent had been supplied with 
bedsteads, so that the women and children 
could be raised from the ground. But Mr. 
Bowen, the superintendent at Norval’s 
Point, the one man who tried to work 
{on this point, reported te the Com- 
mission in September, “ I have not many 
sleeping on the ground, but more thanI 
like ;’’ and he added that he ‘ had lost 
more children from their sleeping on the 
ground than from any other cause.” 
And in nearly every camp the Com- 
mission state that last autumn there 
were half, two-thirds, four-fifths, of the 
people still sleeping on the ground. 
The overcrowding in the tents Miss 
Hobhouse had found appalling. But the 
Report of the Ladies Commission was 
full of instances showing it still too 
frequent. Take the camp at Kim- 
berley, where they found overcrowded 
tents. In one, five children were 
prone on the ground, on mattresses, all 
|down with illness. In another, where 
there was a family of eight, one was lying 
| dangerously ill with pneumonia. And 
the Commission said of this camp— 


‘*The people are too thick on the ground ; 

| the medical and nursing staff are insufficient ; 
there is no organised system of tent-to-tent 

visitation with the object of discovering early 

cases of sickness and removing them to hospital ; 
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there is no central kitchen for making beef-tea | the camps would rapidly improve in the 
and other invalid food; and the hospital | nea, future in these words— 
accommodation is quite inadequate.” 

“The weak and emaciated have largely 

b died out. 
What wonder, then, that the death rate 
ran up to 335 per 1,000 in August. and— 
The suggestions of the Commission were| “Very few new arrivals from the veldt are 
. > ” 

carried out very largely, but they found | pected to come in. 
that in November the mortality was| There we have two sign-posts of the 
still at a rate about six times that of | causes of this ghastly tragedy. Why 
London. We should not be satisfied with | should one of the toughest and most out 
these results. Take another camp, | of door races still left on earth come to 





Mafeking, where there was an ap 
palling record. In August the Com- 
mission made a long series of recom- 
mendations and complaints which practi- 
cally covered every detail of sanitary ad- 
ministration, and when they came again 
in November, they said— 


‘““We found the camp a prey to a terrible 
outbreak ot disease—measles, enteric, pneu- 
monia, malaria, chicken-pox, and whooping- 
cough, which was undoubtedly fostered and 
aggravated by the insanitary conditions of 
which we had complained on our previous visit. 
Little or nothing had been done; the conditions 
had in some respects deteriorated, and till the 
arrival of Dr. Morrow no real effort had been 
made to prevent or to cope with the sickness. 
This had steadily increased until 2,000 cases of 
disease in about 4,000 people were registered at 
one time ; twenty nine deaths had occurred in 
one day, and over 500 lives had been lost 
during the ten weeks since we left.” 


The list of the items of stupid neglect 
is appalling ; it ends with— 


“Milk still heing issued unmixed with boil- 
ing water. No boiling of water or disinfecting 
arrangements were even started till the epi- 
demic was at its height. There was no garden, 
though the soil conditions are suitable, the 
need for fresh vegetables more urgent than 
ever, and the spring far advanced.” 


I venture to quote ‘n detail those 
points, because they appear to me 
extremely pertinent to the issue we 
wish to lay before the House. We 
have to ask ourselves one of the gravest 
questions it is possible to put to our- 
selves. What have been the true causes 
of this terrible mortality? The General 
Superintendent of the Transvaal camps, 
Mr. Tucker, in one of the last Blue- 
books, has given a clear indication 
of the two main causes of the terrible 
mortality. Mr. Tucker has expressed 
his grounds for thinking that possibly 


_ be thus emaciated and weak on our hands? 
I wish hon. Members would read the Blue- 
books and see the way in which these 
poor people, in their thin cotton dresses, 
were dragged from their homes, exposed 
to all weathers, worn out, ill-fed, swept 
in in these enormous numbers day by 
day, and month by month, by the columns 
that were carrying out this wholesale de- 
vastation. That was the reason they 
were exhausted, weak, and destitute of 
all suitable equipment to enter into camp 
life. I have referred to the scarcity of 
beds. At the outset there was a scarcity 
even of blankets. What must it have 
been for these people, dragged from their 
warm homes and placed in tents upon 
high ground with an icy temperature 
at night, and thereby exposed to these 
great risks? Then there was the food. 
Take the meat. The ration recom- 
_mended now by the Commission was 5lb. 
a week of meat. But the Transvaal 
camp ration was only 2lb. of meat a 
week, leaving utterly out of consideration 
| the plan of half rations for the families 
of men oncommando. The meat ration 
‘in Natal was 4lb. a week, and that—then 
| too lean—was supplemented by bacon and 
| other things ; in the Transvaal the 2lb. 
ration was taken from sheep which were 
/worn out, which sometimes dropped 
dead before the butcher’s knife could 
reach them, and which sometimes only 
/weighed 15lb. apiece. It was not a 
ration of meat, but of skin and bone. But 
even this ration ceased in August, and 
they had had to fall back on tinned 
stuff, and it was only in November last 
that arrangements enabled the managers 
of the camps to have one ration a week 
of cold storage meat, imported from 
Australia. It is not the case that 
farm burning and driving in_ has 


ever ceased. Throughout the Blue-books; 





right down through November to the 
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there is evidence | that farm-burning had been going on, 
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that the people were being swept in from | and people carted away, some time before 


their homes to these camps by the | 
columns, in batches of 100 to 1,000 at a 


time, and between July and the middle | 


of December my estimate from the 
figures is that at least 27,000 people had 
been brought in. I think this was to 
incur a tremendous responsibility. It 
was obvious to the military authorities 
in South Africa months before, from the 
reports of their officials, that the risk to 
life was very great. These camps were 
so crowded that they were obliged to 
place these wretched children in tents 
which they knew were steeped in infec- 
tion, and thus the new set of children 
were exposed to the most serious results. 
These people were unprotected in these 
tents from either wet or cold. Miss 
Hobhouse, in one of her letters, had 
described the condition of the tents in 
one of these camps; how the dew was 
so saturating that it came through two 
hut covers 
with wet. Let the House, then, reflect 
upon the condition of these poor women 
and children —three-fourths of them 
were children—who were in these camps 
for months, through the whole southern 
winter, without beds to lie on, or any 
provision to lift them from the ground. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Many of 
them had beds. 


*Mr. CHANNING said the hon. 
Member would not deny that the Ladies 
Commission found that a majority still 
had to lie on the ground. With regard 
to the attempted explanation as to the 
origin and object of these camps, the 
Colonial Secretary had told hon. Mem- 
bers in February in the debate on the 
Address that these camps would never 
have come into existence but for 
the threats of the Boers to burn the 
farms of those who deserted their ranks. 
But Lord Kitchener’s reply to that threat 
was. he stated in his despatch, given in 
the interview with General Botha on 
the 28th of February, 1901. Farm 
burning had been in full swing many 
months before the date in February 
when Lord Kitchener said he would 
be compelled to sweep the women and 
children into camps. Captain Phillips, 
in his book “ With Rimington,” shows 
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| 


| 


and saturated her clothes, 


he went into hospital in August, 1900 ; 


therefore it is clear that a large 
population had been turned loose 
right up to the end of the year. Were 


the people whose farms were burned 
during that time left to perish on the 
veldt, or were camps provided for them 
at-that time? The date of the formation 
of these camps had been withheld 


throughout the Blue-book. What was 


the date when these camps were first 
formed? If these camps were not formed 
till some time in the year 1901, then 
Lord Kitchener did not provide reason- 
able provision for the wants of shelter 
and food for the unhappy people turned 
out of these farms. If, on the other 
hand, these people were provided for and 
shut up in these camps during those 
months, the argument of the Colonial 
Secretary that these camps were formed 
after the conversation with General 
Botha five months afterwards falls to the 
ground. The Colonial Secretary can- 
not escape from that dilemma. We are 
asked to regard the establishment of the 
camps as a matter of protection, and to 
talk of these people as refugees. The 
real origin of this camp system was given 
with perfect frankness by the Adminis- 
trator of the Orange River Colony. 
They were formed expressly on military 
grounds. 

‘*The whole intention,” he wrote, ‘of the 
Commander-in-Chief presumably was to remove 
from the outlying districts persons who b 
their presence there could have rendered ai 
voluntarily or compulsorily, to the enemy in 
the field. Their concentration in these camps, 
therefore, was clearly an essential part of his 
scheme of operations against those still 
fighting.” 

We have, therefore, this terrible re- 
sponsibility. I have wished to honour to 
the full the men who have tried to 
overcome the difficulty of this terrible 
position, but when it is shown that all 
this suffering and death have resulted 
from our determination to get the better 
of this little people, who are fighting 
for their independence, I think it is a 
case where the Opposition has a right to 
challenge the Government. When his- 
torians in the future come to consider 
the policy which underlay the formation 
of these camps, they will regard it as 
one of the saddest chapters of English 
history. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words, 
‘this House deplores the great mortality in 
the concentration camps formed in the execu- 
tion of the policy of clearing the country in 
South Africa ; and, while recognising the im- 
provements in the administration of those 
eamps, condemns the delays which 


Government, especially in view of the approach | 
of the African winter, to state what further | 
measures they intend to take for the preserva- | 
tion of life, and for the protection of the health | 
of the inmates of the camps.’”—(Mr. Hum- | 


phreys-Owen.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Question.” 


(9.50.) Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick 
and Leamington): Without the least 
impugning the motives of those who have 
brought forward this Motion, I can only 
deplore it. Having given a great deal of 
serious thought to this matter, I have 


arrived at the conclusion that to attempt | 


to criticise the action of the Government 
in South Africa, at a time when the 
war is raging, without a substantial 
chance of altering its policy or conduct, 
is in itself to be regretted. I entirely 
accept and welcome the criticism which 
has been directed against those who sit 
on this side of the House, however severe 
and painful it may be to those who receive 
it, if there 1s a genuine belief upon the 
part of those who apply it that they can 
alter the conduct or policy of the Govern- 
ment by the application of that criticism. 
But it is impossible to suppose there is the 
slightest chance of altering that which 
has happened monthsago. There cannot 
be any question of altering the policy of 
these camps. I think they have been 
humane and merciful. But, putting 
myself in the position of the hon. Gentle- 
men opposite who do not hold the same 
opinion, what profit can be gained? You 
can gain nothing by criticising what is 
over and past, and been carried through. 
I have had the pleasure of seeing Mrs. 
Faweett, who is the President of the 
Ladies Committee, since her return from 
South Africa, and one thing will be a 
satisfaction to every Member present. She 
told me that the Committee had visited 
thirty-three camps, and that the method 


they employed was that each lady should | 


go separately, by herself, unaccompanied 
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have | 
occurred in eftecting them; it calls on the | 


Concentration Camps. 422 
| by any official of the camp, in order that 
| she might interview the Boer women, and 
freely talk with them without the slightest 
fear of duress or criticism. It is an extra- 
ordinary thing that after visiting these 
camps in this manner, Mrs. Fawcett was 
able to assure me that not a single com- 
plaint was made by any Boer woman, out 
|of the thousands who had been inter- 
viewed, of the behaviour or conduct of 
the soldiers who were in charge of these 
camps. I submit that this is a magnifi- 
|cent tribute to the people who have 
guarded and taken care of these women 
and children in these difficult circum- 
stances. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
} 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): You have 
no right to claim that admission from 
your side of the House, Sir. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : If the hon. Gentle- 
man had done me the honour to listen to 
what I said, he would have heard me say 
“every Member present.’””’ Now I wish 
'to make good what I said in the begin- 

ning of my remarks, and I venture to 
appeal to Members opposite, because what 
I have to say may, I think, bring this 
discussion to a close. Work is being done 
at the present moment in these camps— 
many Members are not awareot it—which 
will go far, if uninterrupted by hostile 
criticism of the past, in the future to 
cement the relations between the Dutch 
and English populations who have to 
inhabit that country. I refer to the 
education of the Boer children which is 
now going on in these camps. I think 
we ought to give honour where honour is 
due for the initiation of this scheme. It 
is not due to a civilian, but to that 
gallant soldier, Lord Methuen. He 
conceived the project when in com- 
mand of the North-western district. 
He could see that, while it was his 
duty to be fighting the Boer parents in 
the field, a great stroke of policy 
might be achieved by educating the 
children in the camps, and certainly, 
primary education has never been 
initiated under more romantic circum- 
stances. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs): Tragic. 


(Carnarvon 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I prefer to say 


romantic. Children were brought in 
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from the farms and placed under the 


{COMMONS} 


care of the people in the camps, and the | 
Orderly of the General brought them | 


into the school, and there they have been 
taught by the very best teachers which 
this country could 
women teachers—100 or more of the 
most excellent teachers, out of the 


supply, especially | 


thousands who volunteered, have been | 


sent to those camps to teach the children. 
The policy of education has been con- 
ducted under Lord Milner, and Mr. 
Sargent, the Director of Education in 
the Transvaal—a man who may be 
described as a man of genius, and a 
man whom the House will recognise as 
one who has approached this question in 
a most beneficent spirit, when I read the 
extract I am going to read. [The hon. 
Member read Mr. Sargent’s address to the 
teachers who had gone out from England. | 
I say that is a noble word of welcome 
to the teachers, an inspiring word as to 
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which a little Boer child, whe had just 
been taught to write by an English 
teacher, was asked to put her first ideas 
into writing, and she wrote— 


‘*T will begin to learn English, so that I can 
say ‘ Hands up.’ ” 


A relative of mine told me that. in 


‘order to illustrate or enforce a lesson 


in mental arithmetic, he asked the 
children to put their hands up, with a 
view to some enumeration. But the 
very moment he uttered the words 
‘‘Hands up” to these little children, 
forty pairs of hands were deflected in 


|the downward direction. That is a 
fact which, undoubtedly, has two 
aspects. I do not mind conceding 


the way in which they should engage | 


in this task ; and that that has been 
carried out I have not the least doubt, 
from the information Mrs. Fawcett was 
good enough to give me with regard to 
these camps. She said wherever they 


the toughness of the race, and possible 
difficulties in the future may be illustrated 
by it; but at the same time, how 
splendidly it illustrates the free, tolerant 
education which is being administered 
by the teachers to these little children, 
and how fully that education recognises 


/and preserves their individuality and 


went in these camps there was one | 


bright spot, and that was where the 
Boer children were being taught. It is 


eertainly one of the strange paradoxes | ? : ome 
ge P | What object can be served by recrimina- 


of South Africa that the Boer children 
were bright, pretty, and keen to learn, 
and, though their parents are ignorant, 
they have endeavoured to avail them- 
selves to the full of the chances of 
education that their children had. 


How have the teachers replied to the ap- 
peal made to them by Mr. Sargent ? They 
have, in the first place, with rare wisdom, 
managed to combine the teaching of 
English with the learning of Dutch. 


\the War Office have had to 


English is the medium of instruction | 


after, I think, the second standard, but 
for religious purposes, for the reading of 
the Bible and the singing of hymns, 
Taal is used. You, therefore, find that 
the Boers are willing to accept the 
education given to them in English, as 
long as their religious convictions are 


respected by their children receiving | 


The | 


religious teaching in Dutch. 
teachers have not only preserved the 


their rights. If this be so, what 
object can be secured by interrupting 
the splendid work of conciliation—as it 
is the very finest form of conc'liation— 
which is going forward in these camps? 


tions as to the past, untrue, as I believe, 
—even assuming there is something in 
them, certainly mis-timed, stale and 
ungenerous-—but, as I say, in the main 
absolutely untrue? I donot deny that 
some mistakes have been made. How 
in the world can 150,000 women and 
children be added to the gigantic 
burdens which the Colonial Office and 
sustain 
without a few mistakes having been 
made? Ido not for a moment contend 
that some have not been made, but 
they have been splendidly redressed. 
Even hon. Gentlemen opposite do not 
deny that every possible measure has 
been taken, by the sending out of 


| Commissioners, by injunctions of the 


fullest degree of toleration of Boer. 
opinion, but also the indigiduality of | 


the children, as will be found by an 
extract in the Blue-book, according to 
Mr. Lyttelton. 


War Office and by injunctions of the 
Colonial Secretary that no expense should 
be spared—and nothing has been spared 
—to place, if possible, these poor 
creatures in the most absolute sanita- 
tion and comfort. 
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Mr. CHANNING : I urged in the 
strongest possible way that the facts 
recently reported by the Ladies Com- 
mittee, in November, show that the 
greater portion of these things have 
not been redressed. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I think that is 
an unfortunate interruption. 


Mr. CHANNING: 


tunate ; it is true. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I think it is 
unfortunate. The hon. Gentleman thinks 
that facts which were discovered in 
November are not redressed in March. 
Does the hon. Gentleman 
established his point ? Recommendations 
were made by the Ladies Committee to 
the Colonial Office ; the Colonial Office 
has given an absolutely free hand to 
Lord Milner, and enjoined him to spare 
absolutely no expense ; and yet the hon. 
Gentleman imagines he has scored a 
point by saying that recommenda- 
tions were made in November, and he 


It is not unfor- 


does not in the least know whether or. 


not they have been carried out. Of 
course, when these ladies, who had been 
entrusted with the full confidence of the 
Government, and of whom the Secretary 
of State for War has spoken in the 
highest terms, made recommendations, 
and when the authorities in South Africa 
had not merely the authority, but the 
absolute injunctions of the Colonial 
Secretary to spare no expense in carry- 
ing them out, it is absolutely ridiculous 
to say in March that those recommenda- 

tions have not been carried out. 
3ut I pass from that, and I ask again, 
what object can possibly be served by 
raking up the past, when you have at 
the moment this work of conciliation 
going forward? I say with absolute 
conviction that fif they were left alone, if 
they were undisturbed by these stale 
and sour criticisms about the past, it 
would be impossible for the Boer mothers 
in these camps to rear the coming genera- 
tions—who have received the education 
1 have described, and the innumerable 
kindnesses which have been lavished | 
upon them—in the belief that the British | 
are an inhumane people. On the con-| 
trary, provided we can only—I wish to 
say it without offence—shut the mouths | 
of this stale and sour criticism of the | 
past, I believe there is at present going | 
| 
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think he has | 
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forward in South Africa a work which 
| will do much for the conciliation of the 
| two races, and which it would certainly 
be most deplorable to disturb. 


(10.9.) Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Ha- 
'wick Burghs): The House always 
| listens with interest and attention to 
‘anything which falls from the hon. 
'and learned Gentleman who has just 
‘spoken, but tonight, as his speech 
proceeded, I felt disappointed in two 
| particulars. I could gather no generali- 
_ sation from his remarks, except that there 
was something essentially wicked in 
criticising what had been done in con- 
/nection with these concentration camps. 
In an Assembly such as this, we are 
bound to fave in consideration the 
object lessons produced by the policy 
of the Government, and brought to the 


notice of the House by the historical 
record contained in voluminous Blue- 


books. I, for one, entirely deprecate 
the abnegation of the function of 
the House of Commons to deal with 
those recorded facts on the ground 
that our words will, by some 
reasoning or other, be construed 
as criticisms of the administration, and 
secondly, in some way which I was not 
quite able to follow, as an encouragement 
to those in arms against us. A great 
deal has been said on the question of 
education. My hon. and learned friend 
there touched on a point than which 
none is dearer to myself. There is no topic 
on which we could with more advantage 
address ourselves than the question of 
bringing these two races together by a 
policy of education. But one unfortunate 
phrase fell from my hon. and learned 
friend. He said it was a system of 
education which preserved the individu- 
ality of the taught. Ah, it may do so 
educationally, but does it do so in mor- 
tality? The last records are not for 
November, but for January. The children 
are dying there at the rate of 262 per 
thousand per annum. I say that it is 
beside the question to talk of preserving 
the individuality of children who are 
dying at the rate of one in four. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : Doés my hon. and 


learned friend think that fewer of these 


children would die if these camps were 
not formed ? 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I am going 


to show, if my hon. and learned friend 
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will do me the honour to listen while I 
develop my argument, that the fault is 
that these camps are not better managed, 
in the essential particulars recorded as 
needing reform. It seems to be {on the 
brain of the Party opposite that every 
kind of criticism is, by some fatality, a 
complaint against the soldiers. Who 
could complain against the soldiers? Not 
one word has been said on this Motion 
in complaint of the soldier. What we do 
complain of, and what in my brief obser- 
vations I shall endeavour to prove, is 
that the policy and system have pro- 
duced conditions against which our 
humane soldiers and camp superinten- 
dents have laboured in vain for months 
past. There is a general sense of uneasi- 
ness in the country on this subject. That 
uneasiness has not been allayed. 


uneasiness is not yet stilled, because 


behind the question as to the condition of | _ : : 
'ruin and decay which this war has pro- 


the women and children in these camps, 
there is the larger question as to the reason 
for the camps being there at all and in 
those particular spots. 


{COMMONS} 








| 
| 


| 





This | 


Report has helped to allay it, but the | over the length and breadth of the land.” 


« 
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the infected area is dealt with by these 
ladies in the very Report now under 
criticism, and if the people of this country 
want to know upon what evidence that 
Committee reported upon this death and 
desolation, then they should read this 
account of the infected area in which 
those camps were placed. The Report 
says— 

“The whole country in which fighting has 
taken place is poisoned. Horses, mules, and 
oxen are killed during battles, or die of over- 
work and exhaustion, and their carcases are 
left to putrefy, poisoning earth, air, and water. 
Thousands of other animals are infected ; 
Rinderpest, horse sickness, and every kind of 
disease claim their victims; the sick beasts 
crawl to the nearest stream and die on its 
brink, and the water supplies of a whole 
country become tainted ; or they die in the 
open country, the dust returns to the 
earth, and the dust storms for which South 
Africa is famous scatter disease-laden particles 


This illustrates the death, desolation, 


/ duced, and my own point is that within 


Farm-burning | 


had its consequence—it must have had | 


its consequence; and our complaint 


against the Government is that, quite | 
apart from any evil intention, which no | 


one in his senses would charge any Mem- 
ber of the Government with —{“ Oh, oh!’?] 
—surely 1 may be permitted to speak for 
myself. I say that the evil of the situa- 
tion in Africa is that it is paved with 
good intentions, The Government had 
to consider the position of a population 
so dispossessed by the'ruin of homesteads— 
a population non-combatant, who were at 
least entitled to the same privileges as 
prisoners of war. What are these 
privileges? According to well-known 
elementary military maxims, such a 
population is entitled and bound to 
be treated in a manner suitable to 
their condition. Our complaint against 
the Government is that they neglected to 
foresee and to provide for the claims of 
the people so dispossessed, and in so 
doing have neglected our national and 
due obligations. If people are deprived of 
food, shelter,-change of clothing and 
bedding, we ought to take care of them 
in those circumstances, and we are bound 
to make provision which will protect 
them from want and danger. 

My first proposition is that we made no 
provision for locating the camps away 
from the infected area. 

Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


/ sequent upon the transport of food. 


This question of | 


that infected area the Government ought 
to have seen, first, that they should not 
locate those camps in such places; and 
secondly, if they did locate them there it 
was a case where extra precautions 
against disease were necessary. That is 
the cardinal and vital blunder which 
underlay the initiation of these camps. 

My next point is the difficulty con- 
By 
locating the camps in those quarters you 
have undoubtedly created many of the 
difficulties with which our soldiers and 
transport officers have so manfully con- 
tended. All those difficulties ought to 
have been foreseen, for the simplest of all 
reasons, mentioned in the Report itself on 
page 18, where these ladies say— 

“Tt should be absolutely necessary to move 
the inmates nearer to the coast, where an 
ample supply of cold storage and other fresh 
meat will be available.” 


And they add— 

““Tf the meat cannot be brought to the 
people, then the people should be brought to 
the meat.” 

It stands to reason, and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary had 
fully admitted it, that if people brought 
up amidst country surroundings are 
gathered together in densely-populated 
localities, there will be discomfort, and 
consequent disease will arise. There is 
one testimony which we cannot get over, 
and it is that there is a large balance 
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against the account of our policy on the 
simple ground of neglect in providing 
proper sanitary conditions. This has 
never been expressed more clearly than 
by Dr. Haldane himself, who gives sta- 
tistics for the last three months. He says 
that, under normal conditions, ninety-six 
grown-up women and 272 children would 
have died in these camps, whereas the 
number of deaths due to insanitary sur- 
roundings were 510 women and 2,973 
children in three months. In those 
circumstances, I cannot understand the 
point of view which has been presented 
to the House by an hon. and learned 
Member who has preceded me. We do 
not bring these statistics up merely 
because they are past facts. We think 
they are past facts which are applicable 
to a system which has not yet been 
remedied, and that is why I am anxious, 
as soon as possible, to give place to my 
right hon. friend the Colonial Secretary, 
in order that we may have some re- 
assuring declaration in regard to the 
matters affecting these camps. The 
Government should have ‘considered all 
this before. When they located these 
camps, they should have known the con- 
sequences of the burning of tarms and 
the location of camps in an infected 
area, and it will neverdo for this House 
to cease criticising a policy which has 
caused so much havoe in South Africa. 

It is not only the cardinal and vital 
blunder of the location of the camps, 
but I charge the Government also with 
supineness of policy, instead of prompti- 
tude of action, in regard to the remedy. 
I wonder what would have been done 
in regard to these camps if in this 
country we had been content to adopt 
the doctrine of saying nothing and 
leaving everything in the hands of the 
Government. Miss Hobhouse wrote 
to the Secretary of State for War, and 
she wrote in these terms— 

‘‘Will nothing be done? Will no prompt 
measures be taken with this terrible evil? 
Three months ago I tried to place the matter 
strongly before you, and begged permission | 
to organise immediate alleviatory measures 
based on the experience I had acquired, in 
order thus to avert a mortality I had plainly 
seen was increasing. My request was refused, 
and this experience, which I could not pass 
on to others, rendered useless. The repulse 
to myself would have mattered nothing had | 
only ‘a large band of kindly workers been | 


instantly despatched with full powers to deal | 
with each individual camp as its needs required. 
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the origination of the camps. 
| pass on to a further point. We stand 
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The necessity was instant, if innocent human 
lives were to be saved. Instead we had to 
wait a month while six ladies were chosen. 
During that month 576 children died. The 
preparation and journey of these ladies occupied 
yet another month, and in that interva] 1,124 
more children succumbed. In place of at once 
proceeding to the great centresof high mortality, 
the bulk of yet a third month seems to have 
been spent in their long journey to Mafeking, 
and in passing a few days at some of the 
healthier camps. Meanwhile, 1,545 more 
children died.” 


In those circumstances I maintain that 
I have made clear my point that instead 
of there being promptitude of action 
there was a supineness of policy pursued, 
which resulted in the loss of human 
life. Until the other day, when the 
Colonial Secretary spoke, I understood 
that these camps were part o! military 
measures necessitated by our policy of 
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clearing the country. [‘‘No, no.”] 
That was my understanding. Over 


and over again I think this policy has 
been defended on the ground that it 
was necessary as a military measure. 
The Colonial Secretary committed him- 
self to the proposition that the forma- 
tion of the camps was due to the 
action of General Botha in threatening 
to dispossess burghers with whose 
conduct he was dissatisfied. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order in 
discussing the policy which led to the 
formation of the camps. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: With regard 
to the mode in which the camps have 
been conducted, they were formed at 
the end of the year 1900 and in the 
beginning of the year 1901. But: the 
position was acute long before that, 
for Miss Hobhouse had then been for 
two months investigating the state of 
the camps. We stand today responsible 
for the entire situation. I bow to your 
ruling, Mr. Speaker, that I am_ not 
allowed to check this statement as to 


I will 


responsible by our location of these 
concentration camps, because they are 
a consequence of the policy we have 
initiated and carried through with 
such havoc and devastation in the 
country. As regards the future of 
these camps, I say with all sincerity 
and good will, and I believe the 
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Colonial Secretary himself will believe | 
say that I think that 


me when I 
the best day seen in connection 
with the camps was the day when that 
right hon. Gentleman took the matter 
into his own hands. It is the ordinary 
case. When the other doctors have 
failed, the Colonial Secretary is cal ed 
in, and, with the instinct of the pro- 
fession in view of a not very well 
managed case, he praised the old 
advisers and promptly proceeded to 
change the remedy. 
well. [Cries of ““Oh, oh!’’] I say so 
in all sincerity. [Ministerial laughter. | 
We accept the change, but in the cir- 
cumstances we do a little discount the 
praise. To turn these people out on the 
veldt never was an alternative for a 
nation bound by international law. 
Our duty is to protect any population 
where we have dishoused them. I do 
not think that this is a side issue, but 
even if it were, our duty is to see that 
the surroundings of these people in the 
camps are clean and wholesome. This is 
no small matter of education, for it is 
a very serious matter, the issues being 
life and death. Innocent human lives 
are at stake, and if this Amendment 
quickens the hands of those who are 
alleviating these horrors, I am quite 
sure that no one will be entitled to 
complain, and I shall not have moved 
this Amendment in vain. 


(10.30.) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I 
gladly recognise the unaccustomed com- 
pliment to myself which has come from 
the other side through the hon. and 
learned Gentleman who has just sat down. 
I have no doubt of his good faith, though 
I cannot help thinking he is trying to 
use me as a stick with which to beat my 
colleagues. For myself I accept th: 
compliment; for my colleagues I re- 
pudiate the attack. In the remarks 
I have to make I think I shall show 
that no blame attaches to those who 
preceded me in responsibility for the 
concentration camps, and all I take 
credit for is the carrying out energeti- 


cally of the policy they commenced. I, 


confess I was very much surprised 
when first I saw the Resolution, which 


is nothing more nor less than a Vote of 
Censure, put down on the Paper. [| 
could very well have understood, when | 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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We wish him. 
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the terrible accounts of abnormal mor- 
tality in the camps reached this country, 
that Members of the Opposition, or 


Members on this side of the House, 


should have called attention to the 
subject, and have asked t!e Govern- 
ment for assurance or proof that they 
were doing all in their power to put an 
end to such a state of things. But now, 
after the publication of these three 
Blue-books which the hon. Member who 
introduced this Resolution says are 
so profuse and so lengthy that he has 
not had time to master them, I confess 
I cannot understand the object, the 
purpose, or reason for the Motion. 
Here are the Blue-books, and I must 
say this is the first time I have heard 
the Government called to account for 
giving too much information. They are 
not really so very lengthy. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I did 
not say I had not had time to master 
them. I said when the right hon. 
Gentleman twitted me about reading 
them that I was so embarrassed by 
profusion of material that I found a 
difficulty in selecting. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, I do 
not know where the difference is. The 
House wil] understand these Blue-books 
give month by month, November, 
December, and January, the fullest 
reports from all the concentration 
camps. The hon. Member complained 
that they were not indexed. They have 
the table of contents usual in Blue- 
books, and I defy anyone of the most 
ordinary intelligence to look at these 
three books for half-an-hour without 
seeing, first, that the mortality in the 
camps has been reduced with extra- 
ordinary rapidity ; and, secondly, that 
through page after page there is evidence 
and proof that everyone concerned, from 
Lord Milner downwards, every super- 
intendent of the camps, every doctor, 
every nurse, and a large proportion 
of the civil and military administration 
in South Africa, are occupied day and 
night in doing their very utmost to meet 
this terrible calamity, which we all 


deplore; and hon. Members choose this 


time, after this evidence and proof of 
what has been done, to ask the House 
to pass a Vote of Censure on the 
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Government, and, of course, by implica- | *Mr. SPEAKER said when the hon. 
tion, on all those who had the direct |Members who proposed and seconded the 
administration of the camps. I suppose, Amendment were dealing with that 
the uneasiness about the mortality must point he did not restrain them, but now 
have been considerably allayed by the a different Question was before the 
promise which these figures give. | House. 
Anyone will see that the reduction in | 
mortality is progressive, and there is no| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Of course, 
reason to suppose that it will not be | Sir, I quite understand the ground of 
continuous. It is, then, not because. your ruling, which I accept. I was 
of anxiety lest the evils of these camps going to say the Amendment reads— 
should not be remedied and the mortality | ‘‘ This House deplores the great mor- 
not reduced; it is because hon. Gentle- | tality in the concentration camps formed 
men opposite have become entangled in in the execution of the policy of clearing 
their own exaggerations. Here they the country.” Now I take issue on that 
have been the whole of the last two or I say they were not “formed in the 
three years, because, forsooth, they | execution of the policy of clearing the 
disapprove of the war, abusing, slander- | country.” 
ing, calumniating everybody who has | 
been connected with it. They simply *Mr. SPEAKER: If the right hon. 
gloat over iniquities of their owncountry- | Gentleman proposes to enter upon that, 
men they have themselves invented. It I think he would be going contrary to 
is on that ground, at this late period | my ruling. 
in the history of these camps, that the 
attention of the House is again called to. Mr. J.CHAMBERLAIN: I do not, Sir, 
the matter by the hon. Members who | intend todo that. I think I understand 
moved and seconded the Resolution. your ruling, and I do not think I am 
going to go against it. I might, I think, 
Now, let me say that never in the correct: one point made by the hon, 
whole history of the world, so far as we Gentleman opposite. He said, before he 
know it, have there been such gigantic was stopped by Sir, that farm- 
efforts made by any nation to minimise | burning, not the P se earing of the country, 
the horrors of war. War iscruel. The was the reason. Now let me put an 
hon. Member who has just sat down arithmetical point to the House. I have 
spoke of certain features of the situation not the Blue-book before me, but I 
in South Africa, of the unhappy condi- | believe some 600 farms were burnt. 
tion of the country, of the devastation [An Hon. Member: Oh, no, thousands. | 
that has taken place, and, he said, here | Well, give yourown number. [Cries of 
you have evidence of the horrors of war. ‘‘A thousand.”| Very well, what I ask 
Of course we admit the horrors of war, of hon. Gentlemen is that they will 
and if you go to war you incur the follow the process of reasoning. They 
responsibility for that state of things. can take their own number. You may 
But we are not discussing now the take on the average five persons to each 
origin of the war. What I say is we farm. Therefore multiply the number 
have done more than anybody has ever | of farms burnt, whatever it is, by five, 
done before to as far as_ possible and that gives you the total number 
minimise these horrors. Now this, of persons for whom you would be 
debate is conducted under difficulties; made responsible by the burning 
caused by our Rules. The hon. of farms. Now, as we have to deal 
Member who moved the Amend-| with something between 120,000 and 
ment, andthe hon. Member who seconded | 130,000 people, the House will see 
it, especially the latter, went at great | how {small {a proportion of them ay ve 
length into the origin of these camps, | 12 @PY cireumstances be due to the 
. ; burning of farms. This, at all events, I 
and questioned my statements in regard 


: may say. When the guerilla warfare 
to them ; but, Sir, you have ruled that began—because the difficulty did not arise 


we cannot go into this point in any detail. | until then—this country was placed in face 
[Cries of ‘‘ No, no.” of a most terrible alternative. We found 
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that, from one cause or another—I am| deal with these 130,000 unprotected 
not going into the matter, but I will only | women and children ?” It is agreed that 
say that if the cause was the clearing of | we could not leave them unprotected on 
the country, the clearing of the country | the veldt. We had to take care of them ; 
was believed to be a military necessity—/|and there was absolutely no other way 


Concentration Camps. 


we found vast numbers of Boer women 
and children would be left unprotected 
on the veldt. 
tion of supply for them, although that 
was most serious. 
of their natural protection. Their hus- 
bands were away fighting against us; 
they were in the presence of a large native 
population; and there was reason to 
believe that, if they were not protected, 
they might be subjected to grievous out- 
rage andabuse. However brought about, 
that was the position—130,000 women 
andchildren were in this unprotected 
condition. What ought we to have done? 
The hon. and learned Gentleman says 
truly that we could not as a Christian 


nation leave them on the veldt. [An How. | 


Member: Why destroy their food ?] 


We are not permitted to discuss the. 


causes. [Interruption, amid which Mr. 
Bryn ROBERTS rose, and remained stand- 
ing, though Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN did not 
at first give way.] 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


hon. Member rises to a point of order. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | 


shire, Eifion): I wish to ask whether the 
right hon. Gentleman is not infringing 
the Rule imposed on Gentlemen on the 


Opposition side of the House that discus- | 
sion as to the causes of the concentration | 


camps is out of order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
was the tendency of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s observations. He is dealing 


with the sudden difficulties which had | 
arisen at the time when the camps were | 


formed. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Gentleman interrupted me to ask, ‘‘ Why 
did you destroy their food?” I said in 
reply that I was prevented from going 
into that question. I am sorry for it, 
because I should like nothing better than 


It was not merely a ques- | 


It was also a question | 


I understand the | 


I do not think that | 


‘than to bring them into camps. 


*Mr. CHANNING : When were those 
| camps formed ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: What has 
that to do with it? Some hon. Gentle- 
men opposite are peddling over the exact 
period when the offer was made to 
General Botha by General Kitchener. 
Before these camps were anything like 


filled, Lord Kitchener offered to General | 


Botha to leave the women and children 
on their farms, and even to supply them 
with food—[Cries of “ No”|—if General 
Botha would allow them to observe the 
oath of neutrality. They were not asked 
to fight for us or to assist us in any way, 
but only to give a pledge that they would 
not fight against us. General Botha 
refused that offer. That policy of the 
leaders of the Boers has been pursued 
throughout, even down to a very late 
stage indeed. Only the other day, com- 
| paratively, Lord Kitchener again offered 
to Mr. Schalk Burger that if the Boers 
_would take charge of their women and 
children they were all at liberty to leave 
the camps, and would be delivered at 
any point appointed. You may take 
| what view you please of that action. 
Some people say it was admirable and 
heroic, other people say it was cruel and 


the same. Often before has one belliger- 
ent Power endeavoured to bring another 
belligerent Power to submission by re- 
fusing to allow the exit of the women and 
children from a besieged city. But 
never before has one belligerent tried to 
work on the feelings of the other by 
| exposing its own women and children to 
death and famine, to suffering and 
disease. They it was who forced upon 
us this terrible alternative, and forced us 
to make provision suddenly for this 
immense addition to the burdens of the 
country. Just think what it means. 
| At that time there was not a railway line 


selfish, but never before have men done * 





to take up the challenge of the hon. | in the country which was safe. Every 
Member. I cannot deal with causes, but | line had to be guarded. Engines had to 
only with effects; and I say that the be sent before the trains, and even then 
effect was this question, “‘ How are we to, scores of trains were upset, the supplies 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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taken, and the people in charge killed minority of the country. Nobody has 
In these circumstances suddenly the | accused the whole of the Boer people, 


military authorities were called upon to | or even a majority of the Boer people, 


Concentration Camps. 


provide for 100,000 people, while they | of this. 


could barely supply the ordinary neces- 
sities of the Army. That they did it, 
was a wonderful testimony to their 


What we have said is—and we 
have said it on the best authority, the 
\authority of the doctors who were in 
attendance in every one of these camps 


ability and to their humanity. It |—that a great number of the people who 
is not once or twice, but again | came into the camps came in in the first 
and again throughout this war that the place emaciated, half-starved already 
civilians and the soldiers themselves have | by their position on the veldt, de- 
gone with half rations in order that the prived, as they had been, of the pro- 
refugees, the women and children in! tection and assistance of their male 
the Boer camps, might share the rations | relatives. They came in ignorant, bigoted, 
with them. Suppose we had left them ‘ unaccustomed to a civil'sed life. [Nation- 
on the veldt, there can be no doubt as to alist laughter and Ministerialist cheers. } 





what the result would have been. [| 
observe here a letter from the Rev. J. | 


Botha, a minister of the Duch Reformed | 
Church. Writing to the Civil Commis-| aLiIst Memper: It is not a fact.] 
sioner, he says— 


“My conclusion is that these camps are not 


only absolutely necessary, but are a real | 


kindness.” 


That was written when the mortality was | 


highest —in August, 1891. 


“Tf peace were declared tomorrow and the 
people were sent away, hundreds would starve. 
They know and acknowledge that. Then we 
must never forget that these people are fed 
and clothed where necessary by their so-called 
enemies, against whom their relatives are still | 
fighting. I very much doubt whether any | 
other nation in the world would have done | 
the same.” 


I wish all our own countrymen were | 
as just to our motives as is this minister 
of the Dutch Reformed Church. 

Now, the difficulty of having to deal 
with this mass of people, in itself gigantic, 
was thrown upon the military authorities 
and the War Office at a time when their 
hands were otherwise full of work. But 
that difficulty was enormously increased | 
by the state of the people. How did | 
these people come to us? The hon. 
Member for Montgomeryshire said that | 
it was very cruel to accuse the whole | 
nation of dirty habits and ignorant 
customs. I have not heard of any living | 
person who has accused the whole Boer | 
nation of anything of the kind. The 
hon. Gentleman spoke several times in 
his speech of popular opinion, and the 
hon. Gentleman who spoke last said that 
popular opinion had not been allayed by 
the production ot this Blue-book. What 
do they know about popular opinion ? 
They only represent an _ infinitesimal 


VOL. CIV. [Fourta SEniEs. } 


I see that there are hon. Gentlemen who 


think that that is a laughable fact. i do 
not think it is laughable. [A NaTIon 
I am 


not making a joke of these concentration 
camps. The fact is, as I have said, that 
you haveonly gotto turnover half-a-dozen 
pages of any one of these Blue-books and 
you will see the evidence startlingly pre- 
sented with regard to every camp in every 
part of both colonies. I say they were 
incapable, from their education and 
bringing up, of recognising neces- 
sary sanitary provisions. 


The hon. Member for the Border Burghs 
complained that the camps were placed 
in an infected area. The area was not 
infected when the camps were placed 
there, but in many cases the area very 
soon became infected, and the explanation 
of the infection is given in the medical 
reports. I do not. want to enter upon what 
really is a distressing account, but one 
knows perfectly well that if thousands of 
people who are unaccustomed to sanitary 
arrangements are suddenly brought 
together, as I have shown it was necessary 
that they should be in the present in- 
stance, of course the result is an infected 
area and an infected camp, and the only 
remedy is to move the camp to some 


| other situation. 


Of course all these facts enormously 
increased the difficulties of those who had 
to deal with the camps. Iam going to 
read a statement here which, [ think, 
everyone must accept as a thoroughly 
impartial authority. It is the statement 
of the Rev. F. J. Williams—I do not know 


| whether it is so or not, but from the 


name I should say he is a countryman 


Q 
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of the hon. Member opposite—a Wesleyan 
missioner, and he writes as follows of one 
of the camps— 

‘In their management there is no cruelty, 
no neglect, no unkindness. Regarding supplie-, 
if the transport prove a difficulty it is not the 
Boers who suffer.” 

He says— 

“The Boer habits, men and women alike, are 

indescribably filthy.” 
{Some Opposition cries of “Oh.”] 
He is describing a particular camp. 
Potchefstroom, he says, possesses the 
best water supply of any town in the 
Transvaal, but persons are admitted 
to the hospitals there to whose 
bodies turpentine has to be applied to 
displace the outer crust of dirt ere the 
water can be made effective. And he 
goes on to say—I must quote this at the 
same time— 


“ The arm-chair critics who raveabout cruelty 
know not of what they speak.” 


I quote another authority. Mrs. Fawcett 
has been quoted by hon. Members opposite 
with the respect which is due to her ac- 
quirements, known impartiality, inde- 
pendence of thought, and judgment ; but 
they picked out here and there a par- 
ticular observation, which, in itself, is 
unimportant, in order to, make a case of 
neglect, while every general statement 
from Mrs. Faweett’s Report isscrupulously 
ignored by hon. Gentlemen who attack 
the Government. But here is what Mrs. 
Faweett says at page 15, paragraph 59— 
‘‘ More is being done for the children in the 
camps—ten times more, in the way of skilful 
doctoring, food, and nursing, than could have 
been done for them had they remained on their 
fathers’ farms.” 
Then I say there is no question, after 
that, of cruelty, of neglect, of indifference. 
The only question is whether anything 
more can be done than has been done to 
secure that the diminution of mortality 
which has taken place shall continue. To 
people of the position I have described, 
brought into the camps under the cir- 
cumstances I have described, there comes 
one of the most deadly of epidemics, and 
as a natural result the mortality goes up. 
But that is not to be attributable to the 
cruelty, or the neglect, or the indifference 
of anybody concerned. It may be one of 
the deplorable consequences of the war. 
That I allow, but it is not due in any 
other sense to action of which we need 
Mr, J. Chamberlain. 
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be ashamed. I admit that, in spite of 
all the care that was taken from the first, 
and has been taken, the death-rate in these 
camps at certain periods was terrible. 
But do hon. Members really believe, or is 
it only for Party purposes that they 
express or insinuate the belief, that we 
are without heart or feeling in this 
matter ? 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : I never 
said so. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
speaking of the hon. Gentleman. Some- 
body from those Benches, in an earlier 
part of my speech, said, “ You rejoice in 
it.” Does anyone believe that we could 
hear of these terrible accounts of disease 
and suffering and mortality without 
being sensibly affected by them? But 
in the statements that have been made 
there have been grave and wicked 
exaggerations. There has been attributed 
to us deliberate starvation of the people 
in the camps. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : Does the 
right hon. Gentleman refer to me ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Gentleman has not been the only speaker 
in this debate. He need not take every- 
thing to himself. Nor is he the only 
person who, out of the House, has spoken 
in this manner. I am not dealing with 
the hon. Gentleman now. I am dealing 
with the general accusations that have 
been brought against the Government. 
There is one illustration I must recall to 
the mind of the House. I daresay every 
Member of the House has had sent to 
him from abroad a photograph of a poor 
little girl in the last stage of emaciation. 
It has been sent to me in quantities, and 
it is described as a murder by the English 
—one from the ‘‘smoking hecatombs of 
slaughtered babes,” in the phrase which 
Mr. Birrell, in his desire to use fine 
language, applied to the deaths of these 
unfortunate children. What is the case 
in regard to this little girl? Her picture 
was taken by the doctor in the camp as 
an illustration of the state in which 
people came to the camp. She came in 
that state to the camp, and it was only in 
the camp that she received every possible 
attention and comfort that her case 
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required. That is, perhaps,an extreme ex- 
perience, but the expression I have quoted 
from’ Mr. Birrell, the expressions I have 
heard from others about the ‘‘ murder ” 
of these children,are quite discreditable to 
those who utter them. I come back to 
the hon. Member for Montgomeryshire. 
Nothing more trivial than his accusa- 
tions could possibly have been made. 
What was his case? I will not use 
an offensive word. He turned over 
the pages of his Blue-book and here 
and there picked out a recommenda- 
tion, or a suggestion, or a statement 
of some defect in some particular camp, 
and, without inquiring for a moment 
whether these defects had been remedied, 
or the recommendations adopted, said, 
“Look at that! I charge the Govern- 
ment with the dreadful state of things 
here deseribed.” 


Me. HUMPHREYS-OW EN: My 
argument was that there was great 
slackness in remedying the mischiefs 
which everybody admitted existed earlier 
in the year, and I pointed to the 
different statements in the ladies’ Re- 
ports as evidence that, at all events at 
that time, the mischiefs were not 
remedied, and further, I expressed the 
hope that they would be remedied. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The com- 
plaints to which reference is made in 
the Blue- book have been remedied. 
There has been no delay. It is abso- 
lutely unfair and inaccurate to say 
that defects of this kind were allowed 
to remain after attention was called to 
them. If you look to the character 
of these defects you will see that some 
of them were inevitable in the cireum- 
stances. You cannot expect to find in 
camps formed hurriedly, and in the 
circumstances. I have shown, every 
luxury of a London hospital, within a 
week or two after their formation; but 
as soon as possible, and as far as trans- 
port arrangement allowed, every one 
of these complaints was 
Possibly there are more complaints to 
come. They will be dealt with as they 
arrive. 

Sir what I[ 


complain of is this. 
While every trivial defect has 


been 


seized upon as a means of damaging | 


the Government, we hear, I will not 
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say one word, but at all events no 
sufficient recognition of the ceaseless 
labour, self-sacrifice, and devotion of 
everybody concerned in the work of 
these camps. One hon. Member sneered 
at Lord Milner. Why, Sir. Lord Milner, 
who has gone back to undertake the 
most gigantic task ever placed on the 
shoulders of a great civil official, who 
has wholly to recreate and to reconcile 
races, as far as that is possible, in a new 
administration, to make a new series 
of laws, had suddenly thrown upon 
him, in addition, this gigantic task, 
demanding weeks and months which 
perhaps might have been more useful y 
devoted to the primary purpose of his 
official life. Long before Mrs. Fawcett’s 
Committee went out, long before the 
Colonial Office undertook the formal 
charge of these matters, Lord Milner and 
Lord Kitchener together devoted weeks 
and months to doing the best that was 
possible in the circumstances in which 
they found themselves with regard to 
these camps. And who could have done 
it better? I cannot stop to express all I 
feel in regard to their services in this 
matter. And it is not to them alone 
that recognition is due. The action of 
Major Goold Adams, the Administrator 
of the Orange River Colony, has been 
admirable. He has done everything 
that man can do, and his wife has given 
him most valuable assistance. And so 
throughout ; although here and there in 
the great work of the administration 
of these thirty-three separate camps 
there might be an incapable super- 
intendent, or a nurse not quite 
up to the mark, yet, speaking 
of the vast majority of those employed, 
they have done honour to the name of 
the country to whch they belong. I 
have said that in spite of all we had 
done the death rate was high. The hon, 
Member for Montgomeryshire put the 
total number of men, women and 
children who had died in these camps at 
18,000. Now it is, to my mind, a most 
extraordinary thing that, taking that 
as the basis and foundation of his whole 
speech, he never said one word about 
the number of deaths which, in a popula- 
tion of this magnitude, would have taken 
place under any circumstances. What 
is the grievance, what is the evil, which 
you have to remedy ? It is the abnormal 


Q 2 
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death-rate. Now, what would have been 
the normal death-rate in a population of 
100,000 during the year? I have 
explained the difficulty of getting any- 
thing in the nature of accurate figures. 
Mrs. Fawcett and the Ladies Commission 
made a serious endeavour to obtain some 
conception of the ordinary death-rate in 
the Transvaal in normal times, and I am 
sorry to say she failed to secure it. But 
we have some indication. For instance, 
at my request the Governor of Cape 
Colony has taken out the death-rate of 
thirty-two of the principal towns round 
Cape Town. Now, remember, that is in 
a colony which is practically under 
normal conditions, and it is in a colony 


which is more advanced in sanitaryscience | 


than are the majority of the people of 
the Transvaal or of the Orange River 
Colonies. He found in 1900 that the 
infantile mortality was 214 per 1,000, an 
enormous mortality. [An HON. MEMBER : 
What age?] Infantile mortality. Hon. 
Members may congratulate themselves, 
but I am concealing nothing from them. 
The infantile mortality was 214 per 
1,000, and that is an enormous mor- 
tality under ordinary corditions, very 


much larger than anything in this 
country. 
sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 


Northwich): May I tell the right hon. 
Gentleman that the infantile mortality 
in the Scotland Division of Liverpool 
during July, August, and September 
last year was 369 per 1,000 ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, tnen 
the Scotland Division of Liverpool is ‘a 
smoking hecatomb of slaughtered babes!” 


Why does not the hon. Baronet call the | 


attention of the House to it, and move 
a Vote of Censure on somebody? The 
infantile mortality of the whole of Eng- 
land and Wales was 142 per 1,000. For 
rural England, which is a more natural 
comparison, it was 128. These interrup- 
tions were quite unnecessary ; I say, as 
I began, that this information showed 
that even in Cape Colony the ordinary 
death-rate is very greatly in excess of 
the ordinary death-rate of this country. 
Then we have to draw what conclusion 
we can as to what would be the probable 
normal mortality of such a population as 
sin the camps. Remember, it is no 
Mr, J. Chamberiain. 
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ordinary population ; almost all the able- 


bodied men are away, for one reason or 


another; probably they are fighting 
against us. This isa population which 
consists almost entirely of old men, of 
weak people, of sick people, of women 
and children; and accordingly the 
normal mortality of such a population 
would be very large. In my opinion, 
the normal mortality in the Transvaal—- 
and I have consulted some experts on 
the matter—would certainly not be less 
than 100 per 1,000; that is the informa- 
tion I have obtained. [An Hon. Member: 
What ages?] All ages. That is on 
the authority of medical experts, on 
whose authority I am as much inclined to 
rely as lam on that of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. But, again, I admit to the 
House that I cannot give absolutely 
accurate information, and m a matter 
of this kind I would ask them to 
take their own figures and make 
their own calculation. For the sake 
of showing what my meaning is, | 
will assume 100 per 1,000, but if it is 
fifty you have only to halve the result. 
If the normal mortality were 100 per 
1,000, on the average of 100,000, out. of 
18,000 deaths of which the hon. Member 
for Montgomeryshire spoke, 10,000 must 
be wiped off, so that those whose- deaths 
are due to the abnormal circumstances of 
the case would be much less than half 
the total amount of the mortality. But, 
although that is an argument against 
exaggeration, it still leaves a_ terrible 
mortality to be accounted for; and that 
terrible mortality is to be accounted for 
almost entirely, not by the defects in the 
camps, although there were defects, not 
by the evils that we have been endeavour 
ing to remedy, but principally and almost 
entirely by the epidemic of measles. 
Anyone who knows anything of the 
history of measles in a country that is 
unaccustomed, that is not immune from 
diseases of that kind, will know that it 
is one of the most dangerous of children’s 
diseases ; and that the mortality may 
easily rise toany figure you like. If that 
iact is grasped, if hon. Members will 
understand that the misfortune which 
befell us in this case was the epidemic of 
measles, then they would see that it is 
not my right hon. friend that should be 
blamed for the mortality; it is not | 


'that should be complimented ‘on its. 
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disease has wornitself out which accounts 
for the reduction of the mortality which 
we are all most happy to observe. 


I began bysaying that if hon. Gentlemen 
had any other suggestions to make, they 
would be considered and adopted. I be- 
lieve that I am correct in stating that 
there is not a single one of the suggestions 
made: by the Ladies Commission which 
has not been adopted, except the change 
of camp at Merebank, which has not 
been changed, for reasons which appear 
to be sufficient, and which are given in 
the Blue-book; but with that one excep- 
tion, there is not a recommendation of 
the slightest importance which has not 
been adopted. 


Now, Sir, the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Border Burghs has made 
—other Members have not quite risen to 
that standard—a generous acknowledg- 
ment of this improvement in the camps to 
which I have referred. Then they make 
the charge against us that the experts 
whom we sent out discovered defects 
which had not been found before. Will the 
hon. Gentleman opposite allow me to ask 
the question—what are experts for? 
What is the use of experts? You send ex- 
perts out to discover things which ordinary 
people do not find out. I wonder, if into 
any district of England, even into the 
Scotland Division of Liverpool, we sent 
out experts, whether they would not find 
out many things requiring amendment. 
Of course we should not, or need not, 
have sent out experts if those on the 
spot, and we ourselves, were competent 
to deal with the matter. We sent them 
out to obtain the best advice—to find 
out from their experience whether, in 
addition to what was being done, we 
could not still do something more ; and 
it is most unreasonable —it is enough to 
disgust future Governments from sending 
out experts at all—to complain that what 
the experts discovered had not been 
done before. But such defects as they 
did find have been completely remedied. 


New one or two words on special points. 
First, as to the position of the camps. 
The position of the camps had to be 
decided by two primary considerations— 
they must be near a railway, or they 
could not be supplied ; and they must be 
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near a water supply, or a water famine 
| would ensue, with the worst results. The 
number of sites for camps on a railway 
line, or close to a railway line, and also 
close to a water supply, is extremely 
limited ; and even now, within the last 
few months, the number of alternative 
sites reported as available by the medical 
authorities, in cases where mortality 
shows any signs of increasing, is very 
small indeed. Therefore, what I wish 
to show to the House is that we had no 
choice in taking the camps over in the 
first instance. Of course, when the 
camps were first opened, and before the 
epidemic of measles, there was no ade- 
quate supply of nurses and doctors ; but 
the moment an epidemic appeared, nurses 
in large numbers were sent out. We 
have sent out ninety-one nurses and four 
doctors since the 12th of December alone. 


Concentration Camps. 


Then the hon. Gentleman says we have 
been, perhaps, too economical. A sneer 
of that kind appears to me to show a 
selfish attitude of mind. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said he 
had no recollection of having said any- 
thing of the kind. ‘The only thing that 
could give the right hon. Gentleman that 
impression was that he had urged that 
the superintendents, doctors, and nurses 


should be well paid. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
|Gentleman forgets his speech quicker 
than I do. The hon. Member said that 
bad nurses had been sent out, and he 
hoped that that was not from motives of 
economy. It is an unfair imputation. 
We telegraphed to Lord Milner not to 
spare any expense in dealing with this 
matter. I wonder whether my fate will 
be the fate of my right hon. friend. My 
right hon. friend had, in an emergency, 
an enormous Army to supply, and he tele- 
graphed out that they were to be supplied 
at all costs. Now he is accused of 
lack of economy. He is told that he 
might have bought meat cheaper if he 
had waited longer, and that he might 
have bought better horses if he had made 
fuller inquiry. Am I to be told that I 


might have run the camps more cheaply ? 
I am running the camps very expensively 
indeed. The expense of those camps at 
the present moment, in which are the 
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relatives of our enemies—whom we are | Government to provide for. But. in the 


keeping because 
bands, sons, and brothers will not take | 
charge of them—the expense of keeping | 
these people in those camps is £180,000 | 
a month, over £2,000,000 a year. I) 
do not think that on that ground, at | 
all events, I can be accused of undue | 
economy. 


Then, Sir, those hon. Members opposite 
who have spoken have omitted a 
point which I am glad was taken up| 
by my hon. friend the Member for Lea- 
mington. They had not a word of praise 
for the work, the gratuitous work, of 
education which we have undertaken. 
One hundred and fifty teachers were sent 
out since the 14th of December, and 150 
more are going. and I am glad to say 100 
are from the self-governing Colonies. 


Then, Sir, there comes the question of 
rations. One hon. Member has got an 
opinion from a housekeeper. He says 
the rations were insufficient. In these 
days, in debate, you never know what 
witness will be called. Sometimes it is a 
waiter; now it is a housekeeper. But I 
have perhaps, a better authority than 
any anonymous housekeeper. I am very 
grateful to Dr. Haldane for communi- 
eating his impression, after reading in 
the Blue-book the scale of rations which 
had been adopted in the different camps. 
I at once submitted his view of the 
scale of rations to a gentleman who, | 
believe, is recognised everywhere ;s one 
of the greatest authorities on the subject 
—Dr. Martin—and he advised a certain 
alteration in the scale. That alteration, 
I believe, had been made before my tele- 
gram got out, but, at all events, I tele- 
graphed to Lord Milner that the altera- 
tion should be carefully considered on 
the spot, and, if possible, adopted. But I 
should like to add, in reference to this 
question of rations, that I think there 
has been some misunderstanding on the 
point. The rations are not all that the 
Boers have to depend upon. Many of | 
them came into the camps with consider- 
able sums of money, and they were able 
for themselves and for their friends to 
procure their own rations, and they did 
make very large purchases. I believe 
now, in some cases at all events, this 
money has been exhausted, and a larger 
number therefore are thrown upon the 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. | 


| have 
doubt, and brought in in order to save 


their fathers, hus-/| first instance, the rations allowed did not. 


show exactly the amount which was 
actually distributed amongst the people. 


The hon. Member said that it was the- 
general impression that these people 
were voluntarily inhabiting these camps. 


'I do not think that is the general 
_impression; at any rate, in one sense 


it would not be an accurate impres- 
sion. The majority of these people 
been brought into camps, no 


their lives. I do not know that they 
were unwilling to come in, but it is fair 
to say that they have been brought in. 
I am quite certain that if an offer were 
made to them to go away, a very few of 
them indeed would accept it, for the best 
of all possible reasons—if they were to: 
go they could not possibly find sustenance. 
And therefore, in one sense, you may say 
they are voluntarily remaining there, 
although I think it would also be gen- 
erally accurate to say they were com- 
pulsorily brought there. But many 
have come in voluntarily. I think in 
Mrs. Faweett’s Report there is a state- 
ment that in the Harrismith camp, after 
the camp had been closed and the General 
was told that no more inmates were to: 
be received, he was obliged to admit some: 
who had come in in carts from very 
great distances in order to secure the 
comfort and security of the camp. The 
hon. Member went on to suggest that 
the people should be allowed to go in and 
out. Ido not think he can have con- 
sidered all the difficulties and inconveni- 
ences of such a course, especially where 


the camps are in the immediate neigh- 


bourhood of a soldiers’ camp. Confusion: 
would result and disorganisation, and | 
do not think it would be possible to allow 
them that kind of liberty. As to their 
being received by friends, I think the 
hon. Member seems to be under an 
erroneous impression. As far as I am 
aware, very few offers of that kind have 


| been made by their friends, and I know 


that in some cases in which they have 
been made they have heen accepted, and. 
the people have been allowed to go when 
it was quite certain they would be welk 
taken care of. 
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I think that I have dealt with all the 
details which have been raised in the 
course of the debate, but before I sit down 
I should like to call the attention of the 
House to the latest figures in regard to the 
mortality ; 1am dealing only with child 
mortality. Of course I could give the 
figures for the whole of the population, 
but, after all, the mortality among the 
children was the most abnormal, and it is 
there we most desire to see a reduction. 
Now, in the first fortnight in December— 


I am taking the Orange River Colony | 


—the deaths of children were at the rate 
of 550 per 1,000. In the next fortnight 
they went down to 475, in the next fort- 
night to 260, in the next fortnight to 190, 
in the next fortnight to 114, and last 
week—TI have not got the exact figures— 
they were about 70 or 80. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : What 
were the ages ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is the 
mortality up to twelve. That is not in- 
fantile mortality, and therefore, at the 
present time, the mortality of all children 
under twelve is very much less than the 
average mortality of children under one in 
the United Kingdom. [Hon. MEMBERS 
cheered.| Yes, [ hope that that cheer 
means that hon. Gentlemen opposite re- 
cognise that we have done our best to 
reduce the abnormal mortality which has 
been so much regretted, and that it is 
rather late in the day to propose a Vote 
of Censure against us when we can produce 
these figures. No one regrets more than 
I do that this terrible epidemic broke out, 
and carried off so large a number of young 


children, and that, at the same time, so | 
many weakly ones among the women and | 
No one | 


old men also lost their lives. 
regrets it more than I do; but no one 
can be more certain than I am that any 
other policy than that which we pursued 


would have resulted in an enormously in- | 
If these children had | 
been left out upon the veldt with their | 


creased death-rate. 


mothers and grandfathers, the death-rate | 


would have been very much larger than 
anything we now record, and, taking it as 
a whole, I repeat what I said at the be- 
ginning—no more gigantic task has ever 
been undertaken by a nation in time of 
war, no more humane task has ever been 
so well fulfilled. 
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(11.31.) Sm WALTER FOSTER 
| (Derbyshire, Ilkeston): The right hon. 
Gentleman, in the course of his speech, 
‘said the Goverument had sent out 
experts in order to be guided by the 
‘information they obtained, and that the 
object of sending out experts was to 
receive information for the benefit of 
the administrators of these camps. In 
the same sense, the use of debate in this 
| House is that criticism may stimulate the 
'Government to greater efforts than they 
have made hitherto. After all, the 
only stimulant to administration is the 
criticism of the Opposition. I have 
heard hon. Gentlemen opposite desire 
a stronger Opposition. The only 
| benefit ot a stronger Opposition would be 
stronger criticism in order to obtain 
better and more efficient administration. 
The right. hon. Gentleman prided him- 
self on having reduced the death-rate of 
children under twelve years of age to 
seventy or eighty per thousand for a 
single week. Everyone who knows any- 
thing about vital statistics is aware that 
it is absolutely unfair to take a single 
week as a test. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN pointed out 
the high death-rate for particular weeks 
had been taken on the other side. 


*Str WALTER FOSTER: The right 
hon. Gentleman cannot accuse me of tak- 
ingit. [have always protested against the 
exaggeration of figures as regards the 
death-rates. But does the right. hon. 
Gentleman know that in the worst 
homes of London stable dwellings, accord- 
‘ing to a book recently published, the 
death-rate among children under ten 
years of age—not twelve years—is only 
forty-one per thousand per annum? 
So that, on his own showing, the death- 
rate in the camps is at present double 
‘the figure it ought to be, and the 
right hon. Gentleman is condemned 
out of his own mouth. He also says 
/he has improved the administration. I 


give the right. hon. Gentleman credit 
for his sympathies; 1 accuse him only 
of incapacity in this matter. I have the 
greatest respect for the right hon. 


Gentleman’s business capacity, but in 
this matter he has not been well served, 
and he is responsible for those who have 
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served him badly. He took over the 
administration of these camps, both in 
the Transvaal and in the Orange River 
Colony, on March Ist, and he says he 
has improved the death-rate. These 
ladies in their Report say—and it is a re- 
markab e fact—that in one of the worst 
of these camps during the first three 
months there were no deaths.. Com- 
mencing, however, in June, after the right 
hon. Gentleman had been responsible 
for some months, the death-rate for all 
the camps was at the rate of 159 per 
1,000 per annum, and it rose to 296 in 
July, 354 in August, 433 in September, 
in October, and fell to 469 in 
November. About then public atten- 
tion was called to the appalling mis- 
management of these camps, and the 
right hon. Gentleman put his back into 
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the business, and we had some little 
beginnings towards the amelioration 


of the conditions under which these 
people were living. I give the right 
hon. Gentleman credit for all that, but 
he ought to have done it earlier. What 
we complain of is that from March to 
October this terrible sacrifice of life was 
increasing, but the right hon. Gentleman 
either was not informed of it, or, if in- 
formed, did not take proper steps to 
check it or to improve the administra- 
tion. 


The Colonial Secretary then, in ap- 
pealing against our indictment, says that 
the death-rate is not, after all, so 
enormous, considering the circumstances 
under which these people live. I know 
the difficulties were very great, and 
everybody will admit that the Govern. 
ment were actuated by the best of 
motives in all they did, and that soldiers 
and civilians were doing everything they 
could to mitigate the evils. Our complaint 
is that the Government did not foresee 
the difficulties so that these things could 
have been mitigated or prevented. The 
mortality was not one necessarily inherent 
in the condition of the camps if proper 
steps had been taken to prevent it. The 
indictment. which is borne out by the 
admirable Report of this Committee of 
Ladies, is that there was no foresight and 
no action whereby these diseases might 
be prevented. ‘Take the most preventible 
of all diseases, by which thousands have 
been killed—dysentery and enteric fever. 

Sir Walter Foster. 
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In March Jast one of the ablest admini- 
strators in South Africa, Dr. Turner, 
went round the camps, and reported— 


“The only way to protect a camp is to boil 
the water, in order to avoid a Fs ey of 
epidemic disease in the shape of dysentery and 
typhoid fever.” 


But for twelve months before March last 
we had been urging the taking of this 
simple precaution. When the ladies 
went in September, October, and Novem- 
ber, what was their recommendation ? 
That there should be more boilers! So 
that six months after the chief sanitary 
authority at Johannesburg, the man 
whom Lord Roberts sent for at the time 
of the typhoid epidemic at Bloemfontein, 
had made his recommendation, it had 
not been carried out, and on the ad- 
ministration of these camps rests a 
terrible responsibility for the lives which 
have been lost in consequence. The 
right hon. Gentleman takes refuge in 
an epidemic of measles as the cause of 
the mortality. But his own Committee 
of experts are against him, for, speaking 
of the Klerksdorf camp, they say— 
“We are aware of the epidemic and all its 


consequences, but it does not account for the 
immense death-rate of the last four weeks.” 


Therefore that epidemic cannot be held 
to explain the terrible death-rate. 
Measles is a fatal disease under certain 
circumstances. It is most fatal when 
it falls on virgin soil. But it has been 
among these people for generations; 
they are a white race, who have had 
measles in previous times; therefore 
they cannot be compared with black 
races who would be as virgin soil. 


Again, this epidemic has been one of 
the most terrible that has ever raged 
among mankind. In 1832, many Mem- 
bers will remember, there was a terrible 
epidemic of cholera, which 1:avaged the 
whole of Europe. Cholera is a disease 
which is infinitely more severe than 
measles, but what happened in the case 
of that epidemic? The one thing that 
scientific men cite about it is that in St. 
Petersburg, where it inflicted its severest 
ravages, it produced a death-rate—which 
is held up as a standard of what an 
epidemic ought never to be allowed to 
be—of from twenty-five to thirty per 
thousand in a month. In this measles 
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epidemic in the camps you 
had a mortality over several months 
averaging from twenty-five to twenty- 
eight per thousand. so that it is 
almost equal in its” gravity to one of the 
severest maladies to which mankind is 
subject. I do not say that in condemna- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman. I 
only say that the administration was 
defective as regards foresight. If any 
ordinary Member of the House or “the 
man in the street ” 
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have | opinion on these matters. 


were asked to! 


Concentration Camps, 454 


If that advice 
had been taken, there might have been 
saved thousands of lives of brave 
soldiers who now lie buried in South 
Africa, and probably half of the children 
who have died would still be living. 
It is because the Government have 
turned a deaf ear to suggestions of this 
kind, and have been blind to the con- 
sequences of their actions, that we have 
this terrible indictment to level against 
them tonight. 





provide camps for 3,000 or 4,000 people, | 


what would be the first thing he would 
do? He would take sanitary precautions 
to prevent the spread of preventable 
diseases, he would 
measles was not brought into the midst 
of acamp that was free from the disease ; 
he would take care that if measles broke 
out it should be properly dealt with ; he 
would take care that the soil saturated 
with the filth of a large camp should not 
be the place on which people had to 
take their rest. but that they should 
have some kind of bed under them. He 
would take these precautions, because 
they would occur to his common sense. 
But all these precautions have been 
neglected or overlooked by those re- 


sponsible for the administration of the | 


camps. You cannot read the Blue-hook 
without feeling that the same fault has 
tracked the administration of these 
camps which has tracked nearly all our 
work in South Africa. 
prepared with the knowledge we ought 


take care that! 


We have not been | 


to have possessed as to the principles by | 


which our actions should be guided. 


Just as at the beginning of the war | 


certain people preferred unmounted to 
mounted men, so other people run 
entirely counter to ail the teaching of 
sanitary science, and take no 
beforehand to avoid preventable 
mortality. I say these things deliber- 
ately, and not because of any desire to 
take one side or the other on the 
war question. I have not voted against 
supplies for the war, but 1 am bound, 
as a Member of the House of Commons, 
and as one with a special responsibility, 
knowing something about these matters, 
to state my opinion on a que tion affect- 
ing public health. | warned the 
Government months ago, at the 
commencement of the war, that what 
was wanted was intelligent 


steps | 





| With reference to this matter I want 
'to put twoor three practical questions 
‘to the right hon. Gentleman. I have 
shown that suggestions made last March 
by the highest sanitary authority, Dr. 
Turner, were ignored, and were found 
to have been ignored by this Commission 
of ladies who visited the camps. 
They found camps where the water was 
polluted, and where even the medicines 
were mixed up with polluted water. Such 
things ought not to occur even among 
the camps in South Africa. They 
pointed this state of things out again 
and again, and this makes us think that 
the warnings of these ladies have had no 
more effect than the reports of Dr. 
Turner. I want to know whether any 
attempts have been made to break up 
these camps. Lord Milner has stated 
that disease was just as likely to break 
out in a camp of 500 as in a camp of 
3,000, but my point is that in a camp 
of 3,000 the danger is al: the greater. We 
want these camps sade smaller. Some 
of the camps are located where the soil 


is saturated with  disease-producing 
products, and there 5,000 or 6,000 
people are gathered together. Those 


camps should be broken up into smaller 
units and placed upon soil which is not 
infected by peop'e who are dirty in their 
habits, and where the soil is not fouled. 
If these steps are not being taken, I 
would press upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man the necessity of taking them in order 
that he may save the lives of those who 
are left in the camps and lessen the 
death rate which he takes the credit of 
having lessened up to the present time. 
If he would break up these camps into 
smaller units of 1,500 or 2,000 people 
and move them on to fresh soil, there 
would be less mortality amongst the in- 


expert | mates. Although I rejoice in the humane 
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motives that have induced the Govern- 
ment to take these people into camps, it 
must be remembered that these people 


are our fellow subjects. We have an- 
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nexed their territories and we are re-| 


sponsible for their lives, for they live 
within our Empire. They are. in our 
hands, and once we have annexed these 
territories—a step to which I have 
always given my support—we are bound 
to do as much for them as we should 
for any other people who live under 
the King’s flag. The responsibility rests 
with us to take every step we can, by 
putting them unon fresh soil which has 
not been polluted by human habitation, 
numbers in 
this death 
rate, which has been sucha blot upon 


and by lessening the 
each camp, to reduce 
our administration in South Africa. In 
the interests of the Government, and 
also in those higher interests of humanity, 
and forthe good name of this Empire, let 
everything be done that is possible to 
bring about a better condition of things. 


(11.50.) Mr. LLOYD- GEORGE: 
The Colonial Secretary wishes to know 
why we selected the present moment 
We selected 


it because it was the first opportunity 


to discuss this subject. 


we had, and practically the only one, 


to discuss a very grave matter of 


administration. What is the proposition 
laid down by the Colonial Secretary ? We 
contend that owing to mal-administra- 
tion and owing to our having embarked 
upon a policy which is absolutely wrong, 
about 15,000 or 16,000 innocent people 
have died. We charge that entirely to 
the bad administration of the present 
Government. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary replies ‘Yes, 
that may have been so during the past 


Sir Walter Foster. 


ity among 
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months, but something has been done 
now within the last six weeks to remedy 
that defect ; therefore, you ought not to 
discuss the past at all.” Surely that 
The 


House of Commons is gradually having 


is a very extraordinary doctrine. 


its powers curtailed one by one, and 
opportunities for discussion are not to be 
given, and now by this policy we are 
told that the House of Commons is not 
to discuss the administration of the past 
twelve months if it can be proved that 
that administration has been better in the 
last month than in the previous eleven 
months. The right hon. Gentleman has 
tried to make out that there is nothing 
very exceptional in the rate of mortality 


in these camps. He said the rate in the 


Transvaal under ordinary conditions is 
100 per thousand. Upon what evidence 
does he make that statement ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I said 
“might be.” 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I under- 


stand the right hon. Gentleman to say 
that in the opinion of an expert the 
mortality of the Transvaal might be 100 
Does he 
know anything at all about the Trans- 
what does he base this 
opinion? Are there any statistics that 


per 1,000. Who is this expert ? 


vaal? Upon 
willenable us to judge of the conclusions. 
We have had 
some evidence incorporated in the Blue- 
book with regard to the rate of mortal- 
The right hon. 
given us_ the rate 
regard to infants 


at which he has arrived ? 


ity in Cape Colony. 
Gentleman has 
of mortality in 
under one year, but what has that 
got todo with the rate of mortal- 


children under twelve? 
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The rate of mortality of infants in Man- 
chester under one year is about 150 per 
1,000, but the rate in regard to children 


under twelve is only twenty per 1,000. 


According to the Blue-book, the rate of 
mortality among children under twelve 
years of age at Cradock—the worst case 
in Cape Colony—is only fifty per 1,000. 
Why has the right hon. Gentleman quoted 
the figures of deaths among infants ? 
There is only one reason for doing so. 
It has no relevance whatever to the 
discussion, and it has been quoted 
simply to create an impression with 
regard to a matter of fact which is not 
The right 
could easily have given the rate of 


correct. hon. Gentleman 
mortality amongst children under ten 
How is it 
that those figures are not produced ? 


years of age in South Africa. 


The right hon. Gentleman gave us the 
case of Malta in the Blue-book, and he 
quotes this to prove that wherever you 
get an epidemic of measles the rate of 
What is the rate 
in Malta, according to the right hon. 


mortality is very high. 


Gentleman’s own figures, for the six 
worst months in the year? It is 124 per 
1,000. Now what is the rate for the 
six months in the Transvaal and Orange 
Free State amongst children under 
twelve ? The rate in Malta is124 per 1,000, 
but in the Orange River Colony and the 
Transvaal the rate in regard to children 
under twelve is 416 per 1,000 in the 
camps. 

The right hon. Gentleman has not 
produced a sngle figure to show that 
there is anything here that can be 
explained by ordinary conditions. It is 
purely a question of bad administration, 
upon which we are entitled to arraign 
the Government. The Colonial Secretary 


has quoted some figures to show that we | 
are spending a good deal of money upon | 
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He says that we are spend- 
ing £180,000 per month upon the 
camps, and that works out at 7s. 6d. per 
week for each occupant of the camps in 
South Africa, where the expense of 
living is high, and where we allow each: 
of our soldiers, who provide for them- 
selves in the Cape, 2s. 6d. per day for 
rations. Our soldiers are allowed 
17s. 6d. per week to cover the cost of 
rations, and yet the right hon. Gentleman 
says that if he allows 7s. 6d. a week for 
each person in the camps it is an 


extravagant charge. 


I rose mainly to call attention to 
another part of this Amendment. 
that by 
I cannot chal- 


I am _ fully aware 
ruling, Mr. Speaker, 
lenge the policy of farm burning, or 
even the policy which led to the forma- 
tion of the concentration camps, but I 
think I am entitled by your ruling to 
justify the statement. [Ministerial cries 
of ‘ Divide, divide.”"} I would remind 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that this is the 
first opportunity we have had of discussing 
this most important matter, and I think 
be able to prove that our 


your 


we shall 
conduct in regard to these camps has 
conduced to the prolongation of the 
war more than any other incident. It 
is, therefore, important that these camps 
should be made much better, and that 
the rate of mortality, which is still very 
deplorable, should be reduced. I wish to 
justify one phrase in this Motion to the 
effect that these camps were formed in 
the execution of the policy of clearing 
the country in South Africa. 
going to denounce the policy of clearing 
the country, or even to criticise it, but 


I am not 


‘as a matter of fact, the explanation 


given by the right hon. Gentleman 


as to the way the camps were formed is. 
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not the correct one, and he is misleading 
the House of Commons upon the facts 
and the history of these camps. With- 
out passing any criticism at all upon the 
advisability of forming them, I want to 
have the fact stated that they were 
really formed in the execution of a policy 
of clearing the [Cries of 


** Divide, divide.” } 


country. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It would not come 
within my ruling to discuss the policy 
of clearing the country. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not wish 
to discuss that policy beyond saying that 
these camps were formed as a result of 
the policy of clearing the country, and 
were formed in the course of that opera- 
tion. I am not going to say whether it 
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that I do not think I am going outside 
your ruling. Upon that point the right 
hon. Gentleman’s explanation is a very 
curious one, he said the camps were 
General Botha—— 
[Ministerial cries of “ Divide, divide.”] 


formed _ because 


It being Midnight, Mr. Speaker pro- 
ceeded to interrupt the business. 


Chancellor of the 
Exchequer rose in his place, and claimed 


Whereupon Mr. 


to move, “ That the Question be now 
put.” 


(12.0.) Question put, “That the 


Question be now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 230 ; Noes, 





was a good or a bad policy, andin saying 119. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson. Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


AYES. 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 


, Charrington, Spencer 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,TR.(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poy der, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,s. W 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William, 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon.$. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, Sir E. W.(Bury St. Ed.) 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald M’Killop, James(Stirlingshire) | Rutherford, John 
le Groves, James Grimble Majendie, James A. H. 
nt Manners, Lord Cecil 
. Martin, Richard Biddulph Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
ry Hall, Edward Marshall Maxwell,RtHnSirHE.(Wigt’n Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Fe Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x Maxwell, WJH (Dumfriesshire Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
re Hamilton,Margof(L’nd’nderry Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. Mildmay, Francis Bingham Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
+ Hardy, Uaurence(Kent,Ashfrd Milner, Rt.Hn.SirFrederickG. | Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Hare, Thomas Leigh Molesworth, Sir Lewis Seton-Karr, Henry 
Harris, Frederick Leverton Montagu, HonJ.Scott (Hants.) Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner Movre, William (Antrim,N.) | Shaw-Stewart, M.H,(Renfrew) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) Simeon, Sir Barrington 
0- Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Heath, James (Statfords.N.W. Morgan,Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. Smith, Abe! H.(Hertford,East) 
Helder, Augustus Morrell, George Herbert Smith, HC.(North’mb.Tyns’de 
Hogy, Lindsay : Morrison, James Archibald Smith,JamesParke:(Lanarks.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield,Brightside | Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
he Hornby, Sir William Henry Murray,Rt.HnAGraham(Bute Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Howard,John (K’nt,Faversh’m Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
ed Hozier,Hon.JamesHenryCecil Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
ae Hudson, George Bickersteth Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Jackson, Rt.Hon.Wm. Lawies | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Fredrick Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) Thornton, Perey M. 
he Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) Tollemache, Henry James 
Parker, Gilbert Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Peel. Hn.Wm Robert Wellesley 
Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. Pemberton, John S. G. 
Keswick, William Peon, John Vincent, Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Knowles, Lees Pierpoint, Robert 
ag Pilkington, Lieut-Col. Richard 
“3 Plummer, Walter R. Walker, Col. William Hall 
Lambton. Hon.FrederickWm. | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Law, An‘lrew Bonar Pretyman, |irnest George Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) Pryce-Jones,Lieut.-Col.Edwd. Webb Col. William George 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool). Purvis, Robert Welby, SirCharlesG. E.(Notts.) 
Lawson, John Grant Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Lee,ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead)  Randles, Robert Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage — Rankin, Sir James Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Rasch. Major Frederic Carne | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
re Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | Ratcliff, R. F. Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col.A. R. Reid, James, (Greenock} Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
in Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham Remnant, James Farquharson Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
rt Lowther, C. (Cumb.,Eskdale) | Renwick, George Wodehonse, xt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Lucas, Col.Francis (Lowestoft) Ridley, Hn.M.W.(Stalybridge) Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
As Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson Wylie, Alexander 
Lyttlelton, Hon. Alfred Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
.) Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
rd Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
'r Macartney,Rt.Hn.WG.Ellison | Ropner, Colonel Robert TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
st Macdona, John Cumming Rothschild, Hon.Lionel Walter | 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) Round, James Sir William Walrond and 
m M’Iver,SirLewis (Edinburo’*,W  Royds, Clement Molyneux Sir Alexandar Acland-Hood. 
WV 
NOES. 
8) 
k Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) ; Black, Alexander William Caine, William Sproston 
n) Abraham, William (Rhondda) Blake, Edward Calewell, James 
) Allan, William Gateshead) Boland, John Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
. Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud | Broadhurst, Henry Campoell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
+) Ambrose, Robert Brown. George M.(Edinburgh) | Causton, Richard Knight 
a Ashton, Thomas Gair | Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Crean, Eugene 
3ayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Burke, E. Haviland- Cremer, William Randall 
i" Bell, Richard Burns, John Cullinan, J. 
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Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 


Edwards, Frank 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M, F. 


Gilhooly, James 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Labouchere, Henry . 
Leese, SirJ osephF. (Accrington 


(12.13.) Question put accordingly. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn GeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
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Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


| MeVeigh, Jeremiah 
M’Crae, George 
M’Govern, T. 
M’Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’ Kenna, Reginald 
M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M’Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Jeseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, Kendal (Ti yper’y Mid. 
(O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Ti perary, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Partington, Oswald 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


111. 


AYES, 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonei Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
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Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Reid, SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Runciman, Walter 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, David A.1(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley. J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen and 


Mr. Channing. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 232 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 58.) 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir John CharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r. | Davenport, William Bromley- 
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Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham | 


Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,T. R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 


Gartit, William 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 

Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 


‘Gore, Hon. 8.F.Grmsby-(Linc.) 


Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesbury 
Greene, SirE W(B’ryS Edmn’ds) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Groves, James Grimble 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton,Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard, Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords.N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
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Joicey, Sir James 


Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H( Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Colonel Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis ‘ Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David ( Liverpool) 
M’Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh W 
M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, KtHn.SirH. E.( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott( Hants.) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, RobertJ asper(Shropshire 
Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford) 
Murray,Rt Hn A Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir rancis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
NOES, 

| Ambrose, Robert 


| Ashton, Thomas Gair 
| Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
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| Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie,Rt.Hon.Chas.Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.K.B.(Isle of Wight) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East) 
Smith, H C( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord Lanes.) 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxt’d Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Vincent,Col.SirC. E H(Sheftield 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John \ Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt, Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood. 


| Bell, Richard 
| Black, Alexander William 
| Blake, Edward 
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Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 


Adjournment of 


Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
‘Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 


Delaney, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duncan, J. Hastings) 


Edwards, Frank 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Gilhooly, James 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Labouchere, Henry 

Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 


MeVeigh, Jeremiah 
M’Crae, George 

M’Govern, T. 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’Kenna, Reginald 

M Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M’ Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
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the House. 


O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Partington, Oswald 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. ; 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw. Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George ( York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid.), 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.). 








Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


O'Dowd, John 


Main Question again proposed. 


Debate arising; and, it being after 
Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


REPAYMENT OF LOANS BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES. 

Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
ar pointed to inquire and report as to the 
statutory and other conditions limiting 
the periods for repayinent of loans 
raised by local authorities in England 
and Wales, whether any relaxation of 
such conditions is desirable, and whether 
uniformity of practice can be secured 


in this matter. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nozrs— 


Mr. Humphreys- Owen 
and Mr. Channing 


accordingly 
Mr. Brigg, 


The Committee was 
nominated of Mr. Bill, 
Captain Donelan, Mr. William Jones, 
Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Heywood John- 
stone, Mr. Law, Mr. Grant Lawson, Mr. 
A. K. Loyd, Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Charles 
Murray, Mr. Nannetti, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Mr. Runciman, and Mr. Wodehouse. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, Papers and 


Records. 


Ordered, that five be the quorum.— . 


(Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at half after Twelve 
o'clock. 
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Petitions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. | 
Wednesday, 5th March, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


469 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS: | 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the | 


Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
WADHURST GAS BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read | 
the third time. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENSION 
LINES) BILL. | 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 

Sir SAVILE CrossLEY reported fim 
the Committee on Group D of Private 
Bills; That Captain Jessel, one of the 
members of the said Committee, was not 
present during the sitting of the Com. 
mittee this day. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


BROMLEY GAS BILL. | 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 
Mr. CAINE reported from the Com- | 
mittee on Group E of Private Bills; 
That for the convenience of parties the | 
Committee had adjourned till Friday, at | 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. | 





BHAGAT, MOSSAHOR. 


Petition from Mossahor Bhagat, for | 
redress of grievances; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Pentre; | 


Pwllgwaun; Darranddu; Abercynon ; | 
Hafod; Park Lane; Brynn  Hall;) 
VOL. CIV. [FourTH SERIES. ] 


{5 Marcu 1902} 


Ripley ; 


| Collieries ; 


/and Hampstead ; 


‘MARRIAGE 
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Brackley; Risca; Nunnery (No. 2); 
| Moston ; Ashton Field ; Curt-y-Bettws ; 
| Old Roundwood ; Agecroft ; Hindley 
\(Nos. 12, 14, and 17) ; Ince (No. 7); 
Chesterfield Central; Bonds 
Main; Clay Cross (No. 2) (two); Lang- 


Petitions. 


with ; Clay Cross (No. 4); Hardwick ; 


Alma ; Hindley (two) ; 
thorpe ; Chesterfield ; Hephthorne ; 
Sheepbridge (No. 1); ’ Garforth ; Platt 
| Bridge ; Halton; Radcliffe and Kearsley ; 
| Teeswood ; Furness Vale; Broadoak ; 
| Great Herbert ; Avenue; Chestorfield 
| Danesmoor ; and Clay Cross (No. 9) 
to lie upon the Table. 


Pleasley ; Boy- 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Glasgow ; 
and Girvan ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ ae (SCOTLAND) 


Petition from al in favour ; _to 


| ie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from Chertsey, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Sheffield ; 
| Newcastle-on-Tyne; and Kettering; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Radstock ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. 


Petition of the Scottish Poor Law 
Medical Officers’ Association, for altera- 
| tion of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Gravesend, against ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
Petition from Wimbledon, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


R 
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MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. | EVICTED FARMS (IRELAND). 
Petitions in favour: From Brackley ;| Return [presented 4th March] to be 
Pentre ; Darranddu ; shew ; Aber- | printed. [No. 90.] 
; Hafod; Nunner o 2);] 

Bien: Tiven fel: Be W.. :| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Ashton Field ; Moston ; Muirkirk ; Risea;| Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Dysart ; Curt-y-Bettws ; Old Roundwood; Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
Agecroft ; Dalmellington ; Hill 0’ Beath ; | 2746 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Lumphinnans; Fordell; Donibristle, | Table. 

Oakley ; Wellwood; Methill; Lassodie ; | --—— 

Saline Valley; Buckhaven; Blair | MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Adam ; Balgonie ; Methil Hill: Hindley |SeconD READING. ] 

(No. 17); Hindley (No. 12); Ince (No.| Order for Second Reading read. 

7); Hindley (No. 14); Ripley ; Avenue, | 

Chesterfield ; Danesmoor; Clay Cross) *(12.15.) Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, 
(No. 9); Hepthorne Lane; Boythorpe ;| Mid.): It has been stated that ‘“ They 
Chesterfield ; Galston; Hindley (two); also serve, who only stand and wait.” 
Platt Bridge; Garforth; Broadoak; For ten years I have stood and waited, 
Teeswood ; Gwrhyd ; Werfa; Treamain; and for many years balloted for this 
Bwllfa; Dullas; Gorllwyn; Merthyr; Bill, and now I find myself in the proud 
Llety Shenkin; Halton; Furness Vale | position of introducing this Bill to 
George; Tyr Ergyd; Nantmelyn;)| Parliament. It is nearly seventeen years 
Fforchaman ; Lower Duffryn ; Cwmneol ; | ago that I was honoured with a seat 
Cwmaman; Tunnel; Victoria; Abera-| jn this House, and the great bulk of 
man; Blaenant; and Court Herbert | my constituents are men who strongly 


Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. approve of the Bill I have the honour 
'of moving today. They believe in it 

OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY for no sentimental reasons, but because 
SOCIETIES) BILL. |they recognise in its provisions the 


/natural desire of the working classes to 
‘improve their social position. I think 
|I may say with pride, after five severe 


contests, | have maintained my position 

PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) |. Gs CREA 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT |i2 this House, thanks to the great 
BILL. /majority of the miners who live in my 
Petitions in favour, from Govan; | division, and I feel proud today to say 
Kirkcaldy ; Airdrie; Beath; Haggs; | that my thanks are due to their dis- 


and Galashiels ; to lie upon the Table. |interested and earnest efforts. I have 
received the largest majority in the 


Petition from Ossett, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


seta |county of Derby. 
aS Se Se alt Now, Sir, this is hardly a Private Mem- 
in nite ,, | ber’s Bill. It is a Bill that has behind it, 
Petition of the British Women’s | . : ; feer 
T or ; | first of all, that gigantic organisation, the 
emperance Association, in favour, to | q,- a = rie 
is, eae the Salle Miners Federation of Great Britain, and 
P ; | that organisation, Sir, undoubtedly repre- 
: sents the opinion of five-sixths of the 
- SHOP CLD BS aan _ | miners of the country. It has not only 
Petition from Keith, in favour ; to lie! that behind it—there is the vast 
upon the Table. | majority of the organised labour of the 
|country, as represented by the Trades 
a aeen | Union Congress. I think there is no 
Fi a ic . on | doubt about this, that, always excepting 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | Northumberland and Durham, there is 
anne | no trade more united in favour of the 
. | legal eight hours day, or more organised 
AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE. |to work on those lines to the great 
Return [presented 4th March] to be | advantage of all engaged in that em- 
printed [No. 89.] | ployment. 
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Now, Sir, this Bill has been before; *Mr. JACOBY: The hon. Baronet no 
this House on seven different occa-| doubt will reply to that later on: but it is 
remember very well in | undoubtedly a fact that in Northumber- 


1892 we were defeated by a majority | land and Durham all boys work longer 


‘of 112. Since then the feeling in favour | 
‘of the Miners’ Legal Eight Hours Bill | 








has grown to such an enormous extent | 
that, whereas on former occasions it | 
was difficult to secure eleven Members | 
of Parliament to ballot for this Bill, 


on this oceasion not fewer than fifty 


Members gave their names to the ballot, 
and if the regulations of this House 
had permitted more than twelve names 
to have been on the back of this Bill, 
I venture to say that this might have 
been so long that, practically, the House 
would not have had enough space to 
carry the names in support of this 
measure on the front page. Now, what 
are the real motives at the back of this 
Bill? It is not any opposition on the 
part of those-engaged in mining—any 
factious opposition to the employer; it 
is, I think, a very natural desire on 
the part of those men to enjoy a little 
more of the sunshine of life, and a 
little more time to their own social 
amelioration and improvement. This 
Bill is opposed by two kinds of opposi- 
tion. There is that opposition that 
comes from the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, as represented by a 
petition presented at the Table of the 
House today, and there is also a minority 
opposition from miners in the districts of 
Northumberland and Durham. And 
here let me say how deeply I regret to- 
day the absence of my hon. friend the 
Member for Morpeth. I am _ convinced 
that I carry with me the general wish 
of the House in expressing the hope that | 
he will be speedily restored to health. 
This opposition from the miners of 
Northumberland and Durham is a very 
curious Opposition, because these men 
really work less hours than eight hours 
per day. But, Sir, on the other s‘de of 
that question is undoubtedly the question 
of the emplovment of boys in those two 
counties. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street): It applies to all counties. 


+ The Parliamentary history of this move- 
ment is traced in a footnote on page 1303 of 
Vol. Ixxix of Debates (Fourth Series) —(1900). 
The Second Reading debate on the Bill of 1901 
is reported in (4) Debates Ixxxix, 1357. 


hours than the men, but even there, in 
Northumberland and Durham, I am led 
to believe—of course if I am wrong 
my hon. friend the Member for the 
Chester-le-Street Division of Durham 
and the hon. Member for Mid Durham 
will correct me, when I say that there is 
a large minority who would be glad to see 


| the passing of this Bill. 


There are three methods, and three 


,only, by which this question can be 


settled. There is, first of all, legislation, 
which is advocated by the vast majority 
of those who work in mining; then 
there is a voluntary agreement; and, 
thirdly, there is the deadly appeal to the 
arbitrament of an industrial war. Now, 
Sir, | think we must all regard the 
patience of the minersand the confidence 
they have in constitutional methods in 
constantly approaching year after year 
this House, and not resorting perhaps to 
the more serious and lasting appeal to 
arms. If anything, I think it ought to 
strengthen their case today. If there is 
any hon. Member here who has not made 
up his mind, that thing alone ought to 
induce him to give his support in favour 
of this Bill. Voluntary agreement has 
been attempted by the Miners Federation 
of Great Britain, and that, as everybody 
knows, was not attended with success. 
But, after all, what isthe great objection 
to voluntary agreement? It is this—it 
does not secure permanence. Let me 
explain more fully what I mean. Ina 
gigantic trade like the coal trade you 
have one district competing with 
another, and if you had voluntary 
agreement there would be a temptation 
that one district, in order to reduce 
prices, would get out of the agreement 
in some way or other. Therefore those 
who are in favour of a legal Eight Hours 
Bill can only bring it about, with fairness 
to the coal owners and to the 
employees, by the establishment of 
an eight hours day. Let me 
say, therefore, that of course I am sure, 
after the large number of times this 
question has been discussed in this 
House, there is very little new to be 
advanced in favour of it, as I am pleased 
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to say that there is very little new for 
my opponents to raise against the Bill. 
Let me examine some of the 
objections usually heard against this 
Bill. The one main objection that we 
hear is this—State interference with 
adult labour. Now, Sir, this House has 


interfered with labour ; it has interfered | 


in the Factory Acts with the labour of 
women and children ; and, as my right 
hon. friend the Member for; the Forest of 
Dean reminds me, in certain other cases 
the Truck Act, the Merchant Shipping 
Act, and all railway and sanitary legisla- 
tion is undoubtedly an interference by this 
House with the hours of labour. 


with the hours of labour? Surely it is 


the best authority for dealing with this | 


question, unless some gentlemen who are 
probably opposed to this Bill outside 
Northumberland and Durham, who do 
not represent their constitutents on this 
burning question, feel that they have 
no right to deal with the matter. It 


rests with this House, if it so chooses by - 


the vast majority who sends its Members 


to this House to legislate for the benefit | 


of their constitutents, that if they decide 
to fix a legal eight hours day, | fail to 
see how that can be called an undue 
interference with the rights of adult 
labour. There is also another objection 
to this Bill; it is said that it will raise 
prices and restrict output. Now, Sir, 
this is a very curious argument, for if 
this argument is supposed to be used as 
an argument in fayour of increased 
prices, how can it follow that wages should 
be reduced ? If coal owners reduce wages 


how can they increase prices, and if they , 


increase prices where is the reason for 
reducing wages ? I think it is universally 
admitted by all—by miners’ agents, 
by engineers, and by all those who have 
any knowledge of the subject—that the 
legal mines eight hours day would 


increase prices considerably under six- | 


pence per ton. 

Now, as I have said before, this ques- 
tion has been brought so often before 
the House that I hope today we 
shall have many and short speeches, 
and a sure and certain division. I feel 
very strongly that now we are cleaning 
our slate we ought to find a place on 
a corner, if only a little corner, of 
that siate I do not think we can 


Mr. Jacobu. 


{COMMONS} 


What | 
is the objection of this House to interfere | 
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call the coal mining industry a decaying 

one ; it is increasing at the rate of 
| 24 millions yearly. | think myself that 
| this measure, backed as it is, and, as 
I have said before, by the vast majority 
|of the miners of the country, deserves 
| the careful consideration of this House. 
These men, Sir, are sturdy, shrewd, 
law-abiding, intelligent men; they know 
/what they want, and it is for this 
House to show its willingness to grant 
them this demand. This House is 
frequently called upon to deal with 
some phase of what is known by the 
generic term—-the labour question. 
Here we have in this Bill a labour 
question in its most important aspect 
solved to the satisfaction of the vast 
majority of the labourers—labourers in 
the highest sense of the word, skilled 
labourers whose practised hands draw 
from the earth the fuel that is one of 
the chief necessities of our life and 
the power of the nation; and whose 
arduous and perilous toil it is the duty 
of Parliament to lighten and ameliorate. 
I beg to move the Second Reading of 
this Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed,. 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*(12.30.) Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : 
I find there is a general desire on the 
part of those who either intend to support 
or to oppose the Bill to take a decision: 
on the direct question on the Second 
Reading, and I therefore propose to con- 
clude simply with an Amendment that 
this Bill be read a second time this day 
six months. Now, Sir, the hon. Member 
who has moved the Second Reading of. 
this Bill has made a comparatively 
short speech, and if nearly all that is to 
be said for that Bill were contained in 
his speech, I think those who oppose: 
would have a very easy task before them, 
because just when we expected to come 
to the arguments in favour of the Bill 
the right hon. Gentleman sat down 
without really stating any one. I do 
not know whether speakers in a sub- 
sequent debate will have something 
more to say, but judging from the 
report of previous discussions on this 
question, it seems to me that the 
argument is all on one side. There is: 
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no doubt that in the country generally | 
there is a great deal of misapprehension | 


as to the real bearings of this question, 
.and therefore it is incumbent upon us 


who think that this legislation will be un- 
sound and detrimental to the highest 
interests of the country to state our 
views as clearly and as fully as we can. 

Now, my constituency is not a coal pro- 


‘ducing, it is a coal consuming. constit- 


uency, and if I had been merely here to 
give the House the benefit of any ex- 


perience I may have had with reference | 


to my interest in collieries, | should have 
probably have left it in the first instance 
to some Member belonging to a con- 
stituency where there is a large mining 
population. But the hon. Member who 
has moved this Motion seems to have 
forgotten altogether that besides the 
working miners and colliery proprietors 
there is a not insignificant part ‘of the 
public who are also interested in this 
question, and that part of the public 
consists of the consumers of coal. Now 
if it can be shown, and we shall attempt 
to show in the course of the debate, that 
the result of a measure of this kind would 
be to make the production of coal pre- 
carious and seriously reduce the limits 
of its production, then it is obvious 
at once that the interests of the consumers 
of coal ought to be taken _ into 
consideration. I have no doubt that 
there is on the part of many sup- 
porters of the Bill a feeling that an 
arbitrary restriction with what is 
practically a very important part of 
the management of collieries would 
tend to their material disadvantage. 
And no one, and certainly not many 
of the very intelligent gentlemen who 
lead bodies of miners—the miners’ 
representatives—can have failed to 
consider what bearing a Bill of this 
kind will have upon wages and upon 
output. 
of them have come to the conclusion 


‘that the result of this Bill will be to 


restrict the output, and _ therefore 
they suppose that with the re- 
stricted output the price will rise, and 
that the advantage of the mine workers 
will be secure. I do not say this 
without some information, because a 
friend of mine, some year or two ago, 
was in conversation with a very intelli- 
gent gentleman who represents the 


{5 Marcu 1902} 


I have no doubt that many.) 
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miners of a certain district, and this 
miners’ representative said to him that 
he really could not understand why 


it was that miners and colliery pro- 


prietors could not work together to 
press forward this Bill and thereby 
bring about a restriction in the 
production of coal. My friend replied— 

** 1t is quite possible that if I took a short- 

sighted view of the question, I might think 
it was worth while to endeavour to work to- 
gether on that principle, but I am satisfied that 
in the long run a dislocation in the production of 
this important element of our manufactures 
for all the inhabitants of this country would 
bring about serious difficulty in carrying on 
the industries of the country, and increase 
that very severe competition from which our 
industries are already finding it very difficult 
to compete with foreign countries, and be 
ruinous also to all interested in the production 
of coal.” 
But it does not therefore follow from 
that that the interest of employers and 
workmen in this respect are not 
in harmony ;I believe they are ; I believe 
that it is the interest of all to work 
in harmony, and by reasonable freedom 
in the exercise of those faculties with 
which we are endowed, all may work 
together both for the good of the work- 
men and employers, and also for the 
general public who consume coal. 

The hon. Member who moved the 
Second Reading of the Bill spoke of three 
possible alternatives to bring about 
the result which he desired. He first 
of all suggests it might be brought 
about by legislation; secondly, that 
it might be brought about by voluntary 
agreement; and thirdly, by a strike. 
It is very curious to listen to his reasons 
for thinking that it was impossible to 
bring about this change by voluntary 
agreement, because the real ground, 
stated in different words, on which he 
explained it, was that really the voluntary 
agreement is impracticable because it 
cannot be carried out. He says if you 
ave voluntary agreement, some districts 
will in a very sbort time find it incon- 
venient, and they will break away from 
the voluntary agreement. If that is so, it 
is obvious that this is really a Coercion 
Bill. It is a Bill to coerce people into 
doing what they do not want to do, and 
to set up a hard cast-iron system of 
working which they believe to be detri- 
mental to their interests. The hon. 
Member spoke of agreement being im- 
possible, because, of course, the districts 
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would not agree. What does that mean ? 
It means that the workmen in some 
districts would break away from any cast- 
iron system if it were attempted to be 
enforced. 


Mr. JACOBY : I am sorry to interrupt, 
but I intended to convey that it was the 
difficulty of one district competing with 
another district which might cause a 
breakdown in this voluntary agreement. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON: I fail to see in 
what respect I have misapprehended my 
hon. friend. It is the same thing. The 
competition of one district with another 
would lead one set of workmen to think 
that this question was a disadvantage to 
them, and they would desire more freedom 
to carry on their work, and that is really 
what has happened in the past ; because 
the first idea of those who proposed a 
scheme of the kind was to make a volun- 
tary arrangement. I have had a curious 
instance brought to my notice of what 
happened twenty years ago ina colliery in 
Lancashire. It was a colliery with the 
Pemberton 5-ft. seam and the Pemberton 
4-ft. seam, and it was first thought that 
those who worked these seams might be 
able to come to an understanding as to the 
length of hours to be worked. The pro- 
posed arrangement suited the Pemberton 
5-ft. seam men very well, because their 
seam was worked without shots, but 
when it came to the 4-ft. seam men the 
shots had to be fired the night before, and 
consequently their places became full of 
coal, and in the morning when the man 
came to his work it took him until about 
ten o'clock to get the coal out and drawn 
to the shaft. The result of that was, as 
anybody who is acquainted with colliery 
work knows, that it took them a little 
longer than in the 5-ft. seam, and there 
was an attempt to induce the 4-ft. men to 
agree with the regulations which were 
thought desirable by the 5-ft. men; but 
in the end that failed and the system 
broke down, not because of any unwilling- 
ness on the part of the men to work in 
harmony, but because the different condi- 
tions of the two mines were such that 
what was suitable for one was unsuitable 
for the other. That is one of the real 
difficulties in carrying out any proposal 
of this kind. The circumstances are so 
different. What suits one man does not 
suit another. Young men, for instance, 
would prefer to work short hours 

Mr. Tomlinson. 
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in hewing, and get down their coal 
first, but in the case of old men it 
takes them longer to do. it, and all 
these older men would be at a 
disadvantage if they were bound to 
a hard and fast definite system as to. 
the time of their work. 


Now, in the Amendment I| have placed. 
upon the Paper, which, as I have said, 
I do not intend to move, one of the 
principles | lay down is also in the- 
Amendment of my gallant friend on my 
right (Sir Elliott Lees), and that is 
the principle of not interfering with 
the freedom of adult workmen during 
the time they are at work, and I say 
that that is unsound, and is only justified 
in cases of either some circumstances 
causing excessive danger which can be 
remedied in that way, or something 
affecting the health of the workmen. 
Now, Sir, my hon. friend who moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill has not 
dealt with any point of that kind. His 
sole ground of asking for the Second 
Reading of the Bill is his belief that 
there is a unanimous feeling on the part 
of the miners in most parts of the 
country in favour of it, and therefore 
what is unanimously asked for ought to 
be conceded. I deny that there is any- 
thing like unanimity of feeling on the 
part of the miners and I challenge those 
who support this Bill to tell me how it 
happens, if that is the case, that there 
are in this House at the present moment 
a large proportion of the Members 
representing districts in which the 
colliery werkers have a ruling voice, 
who have again and again, election after 
election, proclaimed their strong opposi- 
tion to this Bill and yet are returned as 
Members of this House. But those who 
are connected with mining districts—-in 
fact, it is matter of common knowledge 
that in the mining districts a vast num- 
ber of men, whether in a m-nority or a 
majority I do not say, and those who are 
most capable of exercising judgment in 
this matter, believe that this Bill would 
not be for their advantage, and they are 
strongly opposed to it. There may have 
been meetings at the pit heads where 
approval of the Bill has been expressed, 
but others have kept away and quietly 
decided to oppose this Bill. The hon. 
Member who moved the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill of course takes his cue 
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of Derby, and I am not here to deny | 
that probably in Derbyshire there | 
are a larger proportion of miners who 
support this Bill than in the case of | 
many other districts. But the pro- | 
portion is much less in many other 
districts. I should like in passing to 
give one instance. A friend of mine 
represents a constituency which is not, 


properly speaking, a mining district, | 


but it comes into one edge of one, and he 
has two collieries in it. In one of these 
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collieries there is no doubt a feeling in | 
favour of this Bill, but in the other | 
colliery the feeling of the men is decidedly | 


opposed to it. Let me return to Derby- 
shire. Here is a letter which appears in 
The Times this morning ; it is signed by 
“ Blackwell, Derbyshire.” 

Mr. JACOBY: Is that gentleman’s 
name Benjamin Morris ? 
B. Morris. 

Mr. JACOBY: Oh! 


*Mr. TOMLINSON: I do not know 
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man who fills the coal—has ceased work for the 
day has saved me much labour on the following 
day and also averted danger.” 


'Then he says, ‘in speaking of the case 
of old men— 


‘* In order to avoid the dust and confusion of 
the men and horses travelling along the roads 


| to the coal face, they avail themselves of the 
| advantage of descending the mine a little earlier 


in the morning than the other workmen.” 


He says they would be very hardly 


‘treated if this Bill became law, because 


some of them have lost their vigour and 
do not turn ovt the coal as fast as 
younger men ; but they want to get out 
their proper quantity of coal each day. 
But, on the other hand, they care 
less about pigeon flying and the open 


J sau ang ; i air amusements which are so excellent a 
R. Morris,” and it gives his address, | 


resource for the miners in any district, 


but they do like to have more time for 


| the work. 


And he says— 

“Tf the eight hours bank to bank clause 
becomes law, they will be denied that privilege, 
and many will be compelled to give up their 


| work.” 


*Mr. TOMLINSON: The name here is | 


Then he says there is another case to 
be considered which this Bill would 
entirely leave out of sight, and that is 


what the hon. Member thinks about | 


Benjamin Morris, but at any rate he has 
the courage to put his name to his 
letter, and he makes some remarkable 
statements, and those who support the 


Biil from Derbyshire will be able to state | 


how far there is substance in those 


statements. He says— 

‘Petitions of a very misleading character 
have been presented in favour of the Bill. 
Those petitions have not been signed or even 
sanctioned by the miners. They are the work 
of the Committees of the various branches.” 
Then he says, further— 


“The miners, as a body, are totally opposed 
to the Bill in its present form. 


| ease for this Bill. 


| the Bill. 


Again and | 


again have the men’s leaders been asked to take | 


a ballot of the men on the question, but they | 
refuse to do so.” 


Then he goes on to argue that— 


‘* Tf passed into law, it will seriously cripple 
the miner in the performance of his work to his 
own advantage. No miner can foresee one 
minute from another what is going to happen in | 
his working place or stall. That being so, it is | 
absolutely necessary for his own safety and | 
advantage that no restrictions shall be put upon 
him as to the exact time he shall be compelled 
to leave his work. During my long experience 
as a miner, I have often found that a few 





that of men who have been disabled by 
illness— 

‘* If the Bill becomes law it will inflict a great 
injustice upon those who, being anxious to do 
their best to support their families, and being in 
poor circumstances, it may be through illness, 
put in a little extra time in order to do so.” 
This is a statement of a practical miner 
of the difficulties which would occur if 
this Bill came into law. I say there is no 
It is a Coercion Bill ; 
it isa Bill to say that a man shall stop 
working when he wants to work a little 
longer—that is the sum and substance of 
You are to say for every man, 
“You have got eight hours from the time 
you go down the pit to the time you come 
back again. It will take an indefinite 
part of that time to get to the working 
place, but you must find out how long it 
will take to get back to the bank, and 


| when you have made that deduction, then 
| you will know how much time you will 


have to work. When you complete that 
time, by some process which is not in the 
Bill, each of the workmen is to be brought 
out whether he likes it or not.” That is the 
Bill. I say for a Bill of that character a 
case ought to be made out for it—either 


| that the men are suffering from over-work, 
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or that their health is affected by what 
they are doing. 


Now, I have a considerable number | 
of figures here, but I am not going 
I have figures from North- | 


into detail. 
umberland and Durham, but there are 
other hon. Members and right hon. Mem- 
bers who represent that part of the 
country, who are very well able to deal 
with their own part of the case, and as 
this is a case somewhat different to their 
districts, I propose to leave them to deal 
with them. But the result of the figures 
is that those who work longest work fifty- 
two, fifty-four, or fifty hours a week 
down the pit. 
down the pit for those hours; but the 
average points to forty-two, forty-three, 
and forty for those who work longest. 
I have also figures from several other 
districts; I have several computations 
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worked from bank to bank, they are 
down the pit an average of forty-five 
hours a week. The number of hours 
for which they would be at work at the 
face of the coal averages 41°37, and their 
average wages work out to 8s. 6d. per day. 
For my own part, [ do not see now any 
reasonable man could say that hours of 
that kind constitute a hard week’s work 
under these conditions, and say that it is 
an excessive amount for a man to do for 


|four and a half days per week. Let me 


made in different collieries in South Wales, | : 2 
their day’s work completely, they prefer 


and it works out to something like forty 
hours, or, in some cases, thirty-eight hours 
per week. [Laughter from Mr. ABRAHAM. ] 
I hear by that ejaculation that these cal- 


culations are not quite in accordance with” 


the calculations made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Rhondda. No doubt later in the 
day he will explain his figures, and 
possibly he may be able to show that the 
hours are unduly long, and that fewer 
hours should be required. Then why 
cannot this be done by agreement ? 
Welsh miners are organised, I believe, 
as well as those in other parts of the 
country. If they want shorter hours, 
why cannot they bring it about by ar- 
rangement, as they have brought about 
by arrangement many other things that 
they desired ? 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda): Does not the hon. 


Gentleman know that they have tried, | 


and the employers would not come in ? 


*Mr. TOMLINSON : I do not think that 
the hon. Member is doing justice to the 
powers of the miners of the Rhondda. I 
believe that their powers will enable them 
to doa great deal, if they are united upon 


The | 


it ; but there does not seem to be a desire | 


to carry it out. I will just take one instance 
of 2 colliery in Lancashire. I think it 
is a fair instance of a colliery; the 
average hours worked per week per 
man are four and a half days, and the 


number of days in the year on which | 
they work are 271. Taking the time | 


Mr. Tomlinson. 


remark that one of the drawbacks of the 
Bill is that it would take away all elas- 


| ticity ystem of work. I know 
They ‘say that they are | ticity from the system of wor now 


that in Lancashire the colliers are very 
fond of getting off for two or three days 
and going to Blackpool or some other 
place, and many of them think that they 
are far better off if they are free to work 
somewhat more, and apart from doing 


working a little more on four and a half 
days a week, and leaving themselves 
free either to take two or three 
days at the end of each week, or 
accumulating those days and taking a 
week or a fortnight at atime. Before 
I pass from that, I intended to refer to 
a summary which appears in Zhe Times 
today just showing how the averages 
I refer to of a day’s work appear if 
carried over a longer time. In 1884 
the average number of days worked out 
for Lancashire and Cheshire was 3°93; 
South Yorkshire was rather higher that 
year, it was 4°60; West Yorkshire was 
3°63 ; Nottingham, Derby and Leicester 
were 3°90, and North Wales 4°37. Those 
vary. There are one or two districts in 
which they differ, and in one, a cer- 
tain district gets up to something 
over five days a week; but speaking 
for the average, I think it works 
out at something like four and a_ half 
days per week. I submit that four and 
a half days per week under these con- 
ditions is not an extravagant er excessive 
amount for thej{diligent workman to 
carry on. 


Now, it has not been suggested 
that this work is unhealthy. On the 
contrary, I have a _ statement here 


of the mean annual mortality of 
males engaged in different occupations 
in the three years 1890, 1891, and 1892, 
at successive. periods of life, and there is 
no reason to suppose that there is any 
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difference between those years and the 
present time. Taking them by years. 
the mortality (per 1,000) of all males 
between the ages of fifteen and twenty 
is 4:14; amongst coal miners it is 3°82. 
You come to the ages of twenty to 
twenty-five and the mortality for all 
males is 5°55, and for coal miners it is 
alittle higher—5°62. When you get to 
the ages of twenty-five to thirty, the 
mortality for all males is 7°67, and for 
coal miners it is 6°29; from thirty-five 
to forty-five for all males it is 13°01, for 
coal miners it is 9.63. Then you go on to 
the next age, forty-five, for all males it is 
21°37. for coal-miners 19°42; and then 
you go to forty-five to fifty-five, it is 
39°01 for all males, and it has risen in 
the case of miners to a little beyond the 
thirty-nine, itis 43°79. But what shows 
the comparative longevity is that from 
sixty-five and upwards for all males it is 
103°56, and in the case of colliers 
it is 146-45, showing that there is 
an average of mortality beyond sixty- 
five higher in the colliery districts, 
in those who work in the collieries, 
above those working in ordinary 
occupations. Therefore, so far from any 
uthealthiness, the expectation of life is 
greater in the case of coal miners than 
in the case of all males. Then when I 
get this analysed it will be found that 
except in the case of diseases of the 
respiratory system, in which the average 
oi the colliers is a little higher, of all 
the diseases analysed the  colliers 
show favourable results as compared 
with other workmen. And with regard 
to the respiratory diseases, | cannot help 
thinking that the remedy will be found 
in having better mechanical appliances, 
aud that when we understand these 
appliances better, I believe we shall have 
a reduction of the excessive mortality 
from the diseases of the respiratory 
organ. 


I should say that I have had a number 
of statistics before me, which show that 
the passing of this Bill in the terms in 
which it is drafted would result in reduc- 
ing the output by at least 20 per cent.— 
that is to say, for the same cost, 20 per 
cent. less would be produced, Assuming 
that to be a fact, let us see how the 
wages question would be affected. The 
collier or hewer is paid according to the 
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If he gets | 
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20 per cent. less coal, he will get 20 per 
cent. less wages. I do not know whether 
those who support the Bill contemplate 
an increase of wages as a consequence, 
but if they do, that increase can only be 
met by a rise in the price of coal. If 
they do not contemplate an increase of 
wages, then the earnings of the men will 
be less by 20 per cent., unless they are 
so enamoured of this scheme that they are 
ready to sacrifice some of their holidays, 
and work a greater number of days for 
a shorter number of hours each day. 
I see no indication of that. They love 
freedom, and no one who likes freedom 
would care to put himself in chains. 
Besides that, another question arises in 
connection with cost. By the Bill it is 
not merely the hewers of coal who are 
tu be restricted as to the number of 
hours. It includes also men and boys 
who are employed underground in other 
capacities. They are necessarily paid by 
day wages for the time they work, and 
they are more numerous than the 
colliers altogether. If these men, as 
well as the colliers, are compelled to 
work less time, they will either be paid 
less wages or the cost of raising the coal 
will be increased. There is no complaint 
on the part of these men now that they 
are working too long hours. What is to 
be done with them? Are they to. be 
paid the same wages? How can you 
avoid increasing the cost of production, 
if the hours of labour are shorter? 
Let us see how far this change would 
meet the convenience of colliers. It 
is a frequent occurrence for a large 
number of colliers to remain working 
down in the pit to a later hour 
than, under the regulations of the 
collieries, they are entitled to. A man 
when once down likes to finish the 
work he is at, and although the regula- 
tions of the colliery enable him to leave 
at a particular hour, he likes to stay down 
and finish the work be has in hand. 


Mr. PICKARD (Yorkshire, W.R., Nor- 
manton): Will the hon. Member inform 
the House what these collieries are ? 


* Mr. TOMLINSON : I cannot give the 
names of the collieries, but I know there 
are several of them. It happens that 
several of the collieries are in Lancashire. 
I speak from sufficient information to 
enable me to say that is the case in 
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many collieries. I say further that 
safety in the working of the mines 
depends upon care and 
and the avoiding of hurry. If you 
are going to say to a man that he 
must get through his work ina particular 
number of hours you may be certain that, 
human nature being what it is, there 
will be the greatest danger of scamping 
in the work. If the work is scamped, 
if there is carelessness, and if there 
is a restriction on the time allowed 
for putting in force the regu- 
lations which are necessary to 
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attention | 


secure safety, you must increase the | 
danger in the collieries. Here let me say | 


that there was one argument brought 
forward in past times in support of the 
Bill which seems to have disappeared 
altogether. It was suggestcd that 
accidents were caused by reason of the 
men working at the collieries after they 
had spent the best of their strength, but 
the returns of the mining inspectors 
prove to us conclusively that that is not 
the fact, and that accidents occur 
most frequently in the early hours 
of working. I think no one will 
put forward that argument now. 
But remember this’ Bill includes 
all those men who are required to 
be there by the mining regulations in 
order to see that the work of the mine is 
safely carried on. By the Bill you are 
going to say to every man of that kind 
that he has to get through his work in a 
given number of hours. I ask whether 
anybody can say beforehand how long it 
will take for firemen and others in charge 
of the safety of the mine to get through 
their work. There is always an element 
of uncertainty as to when that work 
shall be done in order to make the mine 
safe. If you are going to say that they 
shall get through their work in a given 
number of hours, whatever the work is, 


then I say you must inevitably increase | 


the danger. You must have the venti- 
lation less perfectly looked after. All 
these matters which are incidental to 
mining work will be less completely carried 
out than they otherwise would be. If 
the employers have what I call the army 
of safety engaged for a fewer number of 
hours, that must affect the interests both 
of employers and workmen. Then, with 


regard to the public, if the output of fuel | clause is 


| 


is decreased the price will be permanently 
Mr. Tomlinson. 
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raised. It is admitted by the hon. Mem- 
ber who moved the Second Reading of 
the Bill that sixpence would be added to 
the price. I believe that sixpence is very 
short of the addition which would be re- 
quired. Hon. Members who are to speak 
after meare better acquainted with this 
aspect of the question than I am, andthey 
will give explanations. That increase 
would have an important effect on many 
of our industries. In consequence of the 
inevitable permanent increase in the 
price there would be greater difficulty 
than now in carrying on our industries, 
and in competing with our foreign rivals. 


There is another reason for not press- 
ing this Bill at the present time. Hon. 
Members are aware that the Govern- 
ment has recently appointed a Royal Com- 
mission for the purpose of inquiring into. 
the coal industry, and one of the matters 
referred to the Commission is to inquire 
whether the mining industry of this 
country is maintaining its competitive 
power with the coal fields of other coun- 
tries. Is it not right that before we put 
an additional difficulty in the way of 
carrying on our industry in this country 
we should wait for the Report of that 
Commission? These are the remarks | 
desire to make on the general principles. 
of the Bill. The framing of the Bll 
itself has been subjected to a good deal 
of criticism, and I think, therefore, it 
may be regarded as expressing the de- 
liberate judgment of those who support 
it after they have given consideration to 
the difficulties put forward by those who 
are opposed to it. In the first place the 
Bill provides that— 


‘* A person shall not, in any one day of 
twenty-four hours, be employed underground 
in any mine for a period exceeding eight hours 
from the time of his leaving the surface of the 
ground to the time of his ascent thereto, except 
in cases of breakage of machinery, explosions of 
fire-damp, or any accident causing the entire 
stoppage of the working of the mine.” 


These words include everybody who has 
to go into the mine, and I presume if 
His Majesty’s inspector had duties which 


‘took him down a mine, and those duties 


were of a prolonged character, it would 
be illegal for him to stay down more 
than eight hours. At all events, that 
universal in its  applica- 


tion, and it would include a great 
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many people who cannot be 
sidered miners. This clause _ in- 
cludes the manager, overlookers, and 
the whole stati of the mine. These men 
are responsible to Parliament for visiting 
the mine, and yet if you pass this Bill 
you will say that they are to be restricted 
inthe hours they spend in the mine in 
order to make it safe for the men to per- 
form their duties. Can anything be more 
absurd? ‘There are also persons who 
have to see that the machinery is in 
proper order. What happens if a 
pump breaks down? You have to send 
down men to put it right. It is a long 
husiness. Perhaps it would take ten 
hours to do it properly, but if they stop 
at the end of eight hours they must leave 
that pump unfinished until next day, 
This would probably interfere with the 
working of the mine. Whatever the 
intention of this provision, the effect of 
it would be to hamper every underground 
operation carried on. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): What about the proviso in 
regard to repairs of machinery ? 


*Mr. TOMLINSON : I am coming to 
that. I do not forget that Clause 2 is a 
little more limited in regard to repairs to 
machinery, because it exempts what are 
called the officials of the mine, under the 
Coal Mines Regulation Act. But we do not 
know who comes under that clause. The 
hon. Gentleman says that in cases of 
accident all this comes to an end. All I 
can say is that the clause is very am- 
biguous, for nobody can say what the 
consequences of an accident would be. 
The word “accident” seems to be in the 
minds of certain hon. Members opposite 
like “the blessed word Mesopotamia,” and 
they say “‘ We have exempted all cases of 
accident,” but nobody knows what 
is going to happen in case of an accident. 
Nobody knows what is an accident, 
because there is no definition of an 
accident in the Bill. The manager 
takes the responsibility of deciding what 
8 an accident, and he may allow the 
men to remain down in the pit. But 
the Miners Federation may take a 
different view, and say, ‘‘ This is not an 
accident at all,” and with their large 
tunds at their back, they might take 
the manager to the House of Lords, 
and compel him to justify his pro- 
houncement that it was an accident. 
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con- 
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I do not know that I need go more 
into the details of this Bill, but I would 
ask this question of those who support 
it—Why do you restrict the hours of 
work to eight hours a day? Why not 
select for restriction the number of 
hours to be worked per week? I have 
never heard any sound reason for pre- 
ferring a standard per day for one per 
week. Mr. Samuel Woods, who, I think,. 
once had this Bill in charge, and who, at 
all events, strongly supported it, when 
he brought in the Bil dealing with the 
hours of labour of bakers, proposed to 
restrict the hours which the members 
of that trade worked to so many hours 
per week. Why should miners be restrict- 
ed by the day, and bakers be restricted 
by the week? In conclusion, I submit 
that there is no call for this Bill; no 
adverse conditions which would justify 
the restriction of adult miners’ hours 
of labour. If it were carried into effect 
there would be an increase of, danger 
to the workmen; there would be an 
unnecessary interference with the 
regular and constant supply of fuel to 
our great manufacturing industries ; and 
in the name of all that is manly and 
free, I ask the House of Commons to- 
reject this Bill. I beg to move, “That 
the Bill be read a second time this day, 
six months.” 


*(1.20.) Mr. JOHN WILSON (Dur- 
ham, Mid): In seconding the Amend- 
ment, I do not anticipate that the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
will expect me to endorse all he has 
said in the course of his speech. He 
has taken his own side of the question, 
but I rise, in association with my 
colleague, the hon. Member for Wans- 
beck, to oppose this Bill, as we have 
done before, believing that we are right, 
and our object is to put the other side of 
the question ina more reasonable spirit 
than that presented by the hon. Member 
for Preston. I do not think the hon. 
Gentleman would ask me to endorse his 
construction of the Bill, for I do not think 
that he has appreciated what the Bill 
reallymeans. I do not think, forinstance, 
that there could be any dispute as to 
what isan ace'dent. An accident is that 
which entirely stops the working of a pit ; 
and there should be no dispute about that- 
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I was amused, if the hon. Gentleman will 
allow me to say so, as must also have been 
my working colleagues, when the hon. 
Gentleman drew a beautiful picture of the 
life of a miner who worked three or four 
-days a week and had a holiday on the 
other three or four days. I was rather re- 


:gretting that I had never been in sucha | 


colliery, and that I had never been placed 
in these circumstances. I very much 
fear that the hon. Gentleman has been 
drawing a picture of some Eden like that 
described in ‘* Martin Chuzzlewit,”’ but 
which is not borne out by the facts of 
everyday life. He is not unique in that. 
Other men, especially newspaper editors, 
have the same idea. I saw ina London 
newspaper the other day an article in 
which the editor set forth that the 
miners were making a guinea a day and 
‘worked only afew months inthe year— 
say six months and then went the rest of 
the year holidaying. This newspaper 
editor—I believe it was that of the Globe 
—said that there were other miners who 
only made seven shillings a day, and 
that these only took three months holi- 
day! Now, I have urged on the young 
men working in our mines that they 
should save their money in order to take 
a holiday, but when I go back to my con- 


stituency I shall ask these young men to | 


send a deputation to this editor to ask 
an explanation as to how they can secure 
a three months holiday. I am sorry that 
the hon. Member who moved the Second 
Reading of this Bill is not in his place ; 
but I am still more sorry that the hon. 
Member for Morpeth is not here. I 
think there is not an hon. Gentleman, on 
whatever side of the House he may sit, 
but must feel regret at his absence. He 
is not only an ornament to the class to 
which he belongs, but he has added 
dignity and great usefulness to all our 
discussions in this House. Although 
the hon. Member for Morpeth is not 


very strong in himself, I have always | 


felt the strenger when he was behind 
me, because I know that there is not a 
man in this House who has a greater 
regard for the proprieties of everyday 
life and of the respect due from man 
to man; and, whether angels from 
heaven or any other place would weep, 


he would take the action which his! 


conscience dictated. 
Mr. John Wilson. 
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| The hon. Member who moved the 
\Second Reading of the Bill spoke 
in very pathetic tones, stating that 
he had been waiting for the golden 
opportunity which had now fallen 
into his hands. That wait has put him 
to a disadvantage, because all the argu- 
ments which can be used for or against this 
Bill have been brought forward in years 
gone by. Therefore he felt the necessity 
of going back to the arguments employed 
in the long-ago. I have not the slightest 
reproach to offer to the hon. Gentleman 
in that respect, for it clears the way for 
myself; if he used stereotyped argu- 
ments in support of the Bill, I may use 
also stereotyped arguments against it. 
The hon. Gentleman is not in his place 
now, but I shall try to show on what 
grounds I collide with him. He very 
properly spoke of the number of miners 
/in the county from which he comes, and 
he felt himself as a representative of the 
miners in that district. Now, I represent 
one of the most congested districts in the 
North of England, from a population 
point of view. Well, if the hon. Gentle- 
man speaks assuredly on his part, if he 
is right in asserting that his opinions are 
in harmony with the views of his con- 
stituents, 1 have as strong an assurance 
in my own mind that I am right in 
opposing him, and that I represent the 
views of my constituents. 


The hon. Member divided the 
opponents of this Bill into three 
categories. The first was my two 
hon. colleagues and myself — the 


representatives of the mining interests 
in Durham and Northumberland. Now, 
I do not oppose this Bill in any captious 
spirit. | oppose it looking to the exigencies 
and conditions of the county from which 
I come, which I have worked in, and 
which I represent. I have tried, night 
after night, and day after day, to work 
out whether, if this Eight Hours Bill 
were passed, with a due regard to the 
safety of the workers in the mines, in 
which I myself have laboured, it would 
conduce to the interests of the workers, 
apart from that of the public. I am as 
desirous as anyone that miners should 
have short hours —that they should 
have only an eight hours day — 
but of this I am confident, and _ well 
grounded in my opinions, that if this 
_ Eight Hours Bill were passed tomorrow 
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and came into operation next year, it 
would mean a danger—I do not say 
to employers, though I have a due 
regard to the interests of the employers, 
for Ido not think that the workmen now 
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| it possible for this House to form a set of 


conditions under which the large coal 
fields in the whole of the districts would 
work uniformly together, taking into 
consideration the different conditions, the- 


imagine that their interests collide with | varieties of coal, and the differences in 
those of their employers, and I speak | strata which arise in the different dis-- 
only from the workman’s point of view | tricts ? Nature herselfisagainst such rigid 





—I say it would be a danger tu the | 
workmen. A man must live by bread, 
and he must get it out of his every-day 
earnings. There is no man in this 
House who has more regret than I 
have in his heart regarding the 
division of opinion on this question 
among Labour Members. I feel grieved 
in my mind that there cannot be a 
working together in concert and_har- 
mony. I believe my hon. friends who 
are promoting this Bill are promoting 
it because they believe that their dis- 
tricts will benefit by it. We oppose it 
because we believe there is danger in it. 
They have aright to their opinion, we have 
a right to ours, and if they insist on this 
measure being accepted by us, I regret | 
it, because I think if it were not we could | 
all work in harmony together and bring | 
about a good result. But if we are | 
divided on this question, and words are | 
said that should not be said, it will pre- | 
vent our coming together as otherwise | 
we should. 

I regret another thing, which 1 
think is a corollary from the proposition | 
which we lay down. If this Bill is to be | 
passed for humanity’s sake, then why | 





in the name of all that is reason- | 
able was it not accepted in 1894 ?| 
We are, in Northumberland and | 


Durham, in favour of local option. | 
Let those counties who show, by 





uniformity ; it is impossible. And the 
reason why this Bill was refused in 1894, 
andthe reason why our friends did not 
take the local opinion was, as stated by 
Mr. Samuel Woods, because it would! 
place the districts in unfair competition 
witheach other. There was also another 
idea, which was this. It would have tested 
the desire of the men for the eight hours. 
There is a very wide difference between 
a negative and exclusive Bill, and a posi- 
tive and inclusive Bill. In my opinion,,. 
all those who want this Bill in any county 
should have it. If our friends want to. 
obtain the wishes of the men, let them. 
pass a local option Bill, and then in every- 
district where it was wanted, the men by- 
a majority would vote themselves into it.. 
We have been charged with being oppo- 
nents of this Bill. My hon. friend the- 
Member for Normanton not long ago. 
said— 

** His friends in Durham, according. to their 


own showing, enjoyed about four hours more 
leisure than the miners he represented.” 


Mr. PICKARD: I do not know 
where the hon. Member gets that from. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON: It is a report 
of a discussion that took place in this 
House that I am reading from. 


Mr. PICKARD: I think, Mr. Speaker, 





even a bare majority, that they want | when any quotation is made, it should 
the Bill have it. If this Bill were desired! be made from the authorised version. 
for humanity’s sake, it would have been | There is Hansard here, and that is the 
better for the whole country to have! proper authority to quote. I am sorry 
taken it in 1894, but there were other | to interrupt the hon. Member. 

reasons stated then. It was not then | 

on account of humanity, but simply | *Mr. JOHN WILSON: Whether the hon. 


because those who introduced the | Gentleman is sorry or not I do not know, 
Bill said these districts would be | but he certainly said it ; but I aecept his 
in a better position in _ relation | apology. Now I want to draw attention 


to competition, because there would be | to the Bill itself, which I believe is unfair 
uniformity. I am really surprised. Ijin its form. There are nine reasons 
can understand hon. Gentlemen saying | given why this Bill should pass. I will 
such things when intoxicated with the not trouble the House with them all, but 
exuberance of their own eloquence, but | only one or two. One is with regard to 
not in the calm moments of debate. Is | arduous labour,and for affording men time - 
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for recreation and mental improvement. 
Our iriends say it will not reduce the 
-output. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): Eventually. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON: There is 
nothing here about ‘ eventually.” The 
Federation said, ‘‘ We say there will be no 
reduction in the output, but an in- 
crease.” 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: 


-only a matter of opinion. 


That is 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON: I accept the 
statement that this Bill was introduced 
because of the man’s necessity for 
recreation and. self - improvement. If 
that is the case, and there is to be no 
diminution of output, if he is to have 
two hours cut off his day’s work, and 
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sixths of the miners of England. 
I dispute that entirely. I will read 
letter from Mr. W. E. Harvey, of Derby- 
shire, one of the most prominent 
organisers of the Federation. He says— 
‘*In this matter they had to meet not only 
the selfishness of employers, but of some men 
who had contracts in the pits, and who were 
even worse than the employers. They had 
men not only in Derbyshire but in other 
counties whose delight it seemed to be at work 
five long days a week, and then to have what 
was called a holiday on the last day of the 
week. They called it a holiday ; he called it 
a system of robbery. Any man who worked 
those under him five long days and then did 
not let him work or pay him tor the short day 
was as big a tyrant as the employer.” 
The inference from that is that there is 
a large number of men in Derbyshire 
who are against this Bill, and want 
some other arrangement; some such 
arrangement as the hon. Member for 
Preston advocated — that they should 
work four or five days, and then go 


is to crowd into the shorter time as | on a holiday for the week-end. Now let 
much labour as he did in the longer | ussee about this five-sixths. In my hand 


period, is it possible for a man, even if 
he has the desire, to have the energy to 
take advantage of this opportunity for 
self-improvement! The very fact of 
asserting that the output will not be 
reduced, that the man will do as much 
in eight hours as he would in ten, and 
that he would then come home and 
improve himself, destroys that argument 
altogether. If a man has to crowd as 
much labour into eight hours as he 
would do in ten, all his energies are 
taken out of him, and he would have 
no desire or relish at the close of his 
day’s labours for mental improvement. 
The Bill is unfair to labour itself; it 
gives eight hours to every one of the 
men —that is admitted. Now, 
position is this: the men who work 
near the shaft in the fresh air should 
not have the same hours as those who 
work right in the pit in the vitiated 
and poisonous atmosphere at the face 
of the seam. We want an opportunity 
to fit in our arrangements with those 
of our employers, and my opinion is 
that the man who works at the face of 
the seam should have shorter hours 
than those who work near the shaft 
and in the waggon way. 

The hon. Member for Mid Derby- 
shire, in introducing this Bill, spoke 
of the Federation representing five- 

Mr. John Wilson. 


my | 
hours are best shortened, and more safely 





| 


have a table of figures giving the 
whole of the men in the Unions, 
and the whole of the ren employed 
about the mines. The figures of the 
men in the Unions I took from the 
Government Return, and those work- 
ing about the mines I took from 
the figures of the hon. Member for 
Normanton, and from those figures I 
find there are 247,167 men who have 
never been consulted on this Bill, for 
whom no one can speak with assur- 
ance, out of 619,000. So that the five- 
sixths that the Federation speaks for is 
reduced to about one half of the men 
who are employed in and about the 
mines in the Federation’s area. The 
position we take up is that the 


shortened, , by negotiations between the 
employers and the workmen, than by 
Act of Parliament. And I am confirmed 
in that view by reading a book entitled 
“Greater Britain,” written by the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, in which he says— 

‘*For many years the custom of Victoria 
has imposed with the force of the law the 
eight hours limitation upon the labour of 
artisans. The usual working day in 
Queensland is eight hours, and Trade Unions 
enforce the limitation under penalties of their 
own. . The eight hour day is universal 
for artisans; but has not received legislative 
sanction.” 
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I give the right hon. Baronet credit | 
for believing that if the Unions had been | 
strong enough he would have liked to 
have seen it. 
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employed is the best plan. Since we 
last met in this House, we have been 


_ trying in Durham to shorten the hours of 


some of our boys, and we have shortened 


| the hours of 1,000 boys day’s work from 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): That was 
written in 1867. 


*Mr. JouN WILSON : But that is only | 
as a day in a Parliament like this. The 
right hon. Gentleman was entirely in 
favour of our action. I have also the 
figures from a Government Department 
—the Labour Department—which show 
a gradual reduction of hours every year in 
this country. and, therefore, I come to the 
conclusion that the tendency of the time 
and the tone and temper of the people 
rein favour of gradual arrangements 
being arrived at fora uniform eight 
hours day. I have had a great deal to 
do with negotiations between employers 
and workmen, and when I go to nego- 
tiate with an employer, I look upon him 
asa man like myself. I do not say ‘This is 
the thing that shall be, or shall not be.” 
But it has been said that efforts have 
been made by the Federation to negotiate 
with the employers. It is not exactly in 
my mind what those negotiations were. 
I believe I am correct, but the hon. 
Member for Normanton can correct me 
if lam wrong, when I say that when he 


went to meet the owners, he said that | 


what they wanted was that they should 
arrange an eight hours system that 
should be as binding as an Act of Par- 
liament. But we differ there very much 
in our methods of negotiations. 1 should 


not go at all in that spirit, and I believe | 


on that occasion the employers asked 
fo a scheme by which they would 
have a uniform eight hours day. 


ten toeight. I signed the agreement on 
the 27th of January with a Gentleman 
who was then inthis House. A contract 
of that kind may not be heroic, but it 
is safe and sound. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: And slow. 

*Mr. JoHN WILSON : It may be that 
it is slow, but it is safe, and I have found 
from my experience that at times a slow 
process is not the worstin the end. The 
rapid growth of Jonah’s gourd did not 
make it more useful. The workmen of 
this country have «s great an interest in 
looking to the difficulties of their 
particular trade as the employers. Both 
recognise the difficulties that are to be 
met. We know the dangers and hard- 
ships of the mine, and bear in our bodies 
every day the marks of hard work, who 
are living examples, who have seen the 
inconvenience and the danger of these 
measures. Let me appeal to the em- 
ployers and say it is all very well, and 
I thank you for the sentiment of 
humanity, the care, and the regard 
which you have for the class to which 
I belong; who work under dangerous 
conditions, whose trade is not safe; 
whose hours are so long—but I think it 
is political hypocrisy. If I were 
an employer, and voted for this Bill 
I would vote for an eight hours day for 
every industry. It is on self-reliance, 
on the great doctrine of self-independence, 
that we must rely. There is State 


interference in every step we take for 


Mr. PICKARD: I cannot allow per- | 
verted statements like this to be made. | 


We made an offer to the employers, and 
ever since 1891 we have endeavoured to 
negotiate with them. 


*Mr. Joun WILSON: I think I may 
take to myself the credit that in the 
few remarks that [ have made [| 
have not said anything offensive. 
I try to discuss these things from 
my own point of view that 


operation the power that we have. 





the welfare of the country, and I have 
never disputed the right of the House of 
Commons to interfere with the hours of 
adult labour in certain trades, but I say 
we have the power of combination which 
other trades have not; let us put into 
We 
may be told that our forefathers appealed 
to this House, and so they did, but 
circumstances were different then; they 
had not the power of combination we 
now have, the laws were not equal. 
Workmen could not do then what 
employers could do with impunity. 


negotiation between employers and | I have seen men, leaders on this question, 
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haled to prison, shackled and fettered | thought that anyone who had practical 
like common criminals, because they | knowledge of coal-mining must admit 


dared to combine with their fellows. 


As on former occasions, I have no> 


hesitation as to the step I should take, 
but for pure love of the class to which I 
belong and the county in which I have 
the honour to live, I ask this House to 
give us the opportunity to work out our 
own salvation. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” (2.2.) 


(2.35.) Mr. MARKHAM supported the 
Bill. He recognised that there was a great 
deal to be said for the opposition they had 
heard, and that, looking to the interests 
involved, the effects of the measure would 
be far reaching. The labours of the 
greater part of last century in this House 
were in the direction of undoing what 
previous legislatures had done. Legisla- 
tion formerly regulated both the hours of 
labour and the rates of wages. This 
proved injurious both to employers and 


employees. Dislocation of trade followed, | 


and Parliament found it necessary, so far 
as possible, to leave trade unfettered, 
rather than to hamper it with rights and 
privileges, and to say what number of 
hours men should work. It was highly 
important, however, that Parliament 
should recognise that those trades which 
were dangerous or of an unhealthy 
character called for special legislation. 


That mining was a dangerous occupation | 


no one could deny. This was proved by 
the insurance tables which had been in 
operation in connection with the 


Employers Accident Fund. The cost of | 


insurance to trades generally was 5s. per 


cent., while for mining the rate was no | 


less than 20s. per cent. It was proved 
by statistics supplied by His Majesty's 
Inspectors that the majority of accidents 


in mines occurred, as the opponents of | 


the Bill said, not in the later but in the 
earlier part of the working hours. 
This House had accepted the principle 
of the Bill on several occasions by reason 
of the fact that mining was a calling 
entailing great physical exhaustion, and 
that an eight hours day was sufficiently 
long for a man to work in a mine. He 


Mr, John Wilson. 


that if a man was in or about a mine for 
eight hours a day he was working suffici- 
ently long, and that a further period was 
not in the interest of trade generally. 
Of course, it be might argued that the 
rights of freedom, which ought to be 
enjoyed by each trade, were such that 
no State interference with the hours of 
labour should take place, but the whole 
tendency of modern thought, not only in 
this country but in the Colonies, was that 
the hours of labour should be dealt with 
by legislation in such cases as mining 
and other dangerous occupations. The 
hon. Member who moved the rejection 
of the Bill stated that the miners were 
not in favour of it because they did not 
gather on the pit banks and pass resolu- 
tions to that effect. 


Mr. TOMLINSON said that what he 
stated was that there might be some 
resolutions passed at the pit bank, but 
that they did not represent the views of 
the whole of the men. Resolutions which 
were passed might represent the unani- 
mous cpinion of those who attended, but 
many of the men did not attend. 


Mr. MARKHAM: When men come: 
out of the pit from their work, are they 
likely to gather together to pass resolu- 
tions? As a matter of fact, pit-head 
meetings are only attended by a few 
score men. If the hon. Member had 
looked at the resolutions passed unani- 
mously by lodges, instead of pit-head 
resolutions, he would have been in a better 
position to place the facts before the 
House. The hon. Member for Preston 
referred to Mr. B. Morris. That Gentle- 
man, instead of being a miner, is a 
colliery official, but the hon. Member 
did not tell the House that. He held 
Mr. Morris up to the House as being a 
working miner. 


Mr. TOMLINSON. I did not say 


that he was a working miner. 


Mr. MARKHAM said that Mr. Morris 
had always posed in 7he Times asa work- 
ing miner, but he was not a working 
miner at all. As a matter of fact, 
a ballot had been taken, and _ by 
an overwhelming majority the men 
were in favour of this Bill. The 
hon. Member for Preston had argued that 
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if this Bill became law and the men de- 

manded an increase of wages, there 
would be an increase in the price of coal | 
of 20 per cent. That was put forward 
by the Coal Owners Association, but it 
was an entire misstatement. It might 
be that there were more men in and 
about the pit than the actual miners, 
but what they had to consider was 
that nearly two-thirds of the cost of 
the underground work was paid to the 
men who were “at the face.” When 
the hon. Member referred to dead 
charges in the mine, such as the wages 
paid to odd men, he lost sight of the 
fact that the greater part of the money 
paid in the mines was paid to the menat 
the face and not to those on the roads. 
They had been told that there were 
men who liked to remain in the pit after 
the expiration of the regulation hours. 

One of the chief reasons for bringing | 
forward this Bill was to stop overtime | 
in mines. It was within his own know- 

ledge and the knowledge of the miners’ 

agents that, in consequence of the system | 
which enabled them to stay for an ad-| 
ditional number of hours, men were | 
often detained in the pits no less than 

sixteen hours per day. If the hon. Mem- 

ber wanted confirmation of this, he could 

give him a collection of the names of 

the collieries where that took place. The | 
names had been supplied to him by the 

Miners Association. Then they were | 
told that the safety of the mines would | 
be endangered by this Bill because the | 
men would be careless. That was the | 
argument which the hon. Member for | 
Mid. Durham brought forward also. 
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amount of overtime—as much as sixteen 
hours a day. The hon. Gentleman had 
said that the Inspectors’ Reports showed 
that more accidents occurred during 
overtime than in the first part of the 
shift, but he went on to say that more 
accidents occurred in the fore part of the 
shift than in the latter. These were 
contradictory statements ; and he found 
no reference in any Mines Reports which 
dealt with overtime. The hon. Gentle 
man said that the mining inspectors 
would not, under the Bill, be allowed 
underground for more than eight hours. 
But the Bill did not apply to officials, and 
even if that were so, no such Bill had 
ever gone through Committee without 
some alteration being made, and there 
must be some latitude for applying 
amendments. 

Then, the Bill was held up to ridicule, 
because it was said that if a pump 
failed the men could not be detained 
in the mine. But the language of 
the Bill was specific that if an 
accident happened to any machinery in 
the mine the men were entitled to 
remain in the pit. The hon. Member 
took the further objection that if an 
accident did occur it would be 
necessary to take a case to the House of 
Lords to have it decided what was an 
accident ; but surely if the Bill got into 
Committee the House was able to arrive 
at what was and what was not an 
accident. An article in The Times had 
been quoted to show the number of days 
worked in the pits, and the hon. Member 
supported The Times in saying that the 
pits did not work six days a_ week. 


| Well, in his part of the world some pits 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) : 
I never said, and never intended to say, 
such a thing. 


Mr. MARKHAM said he did not 
think the hon. Member for Mid Dur- | 
ham would deny that his argument | 
amounted to this, that ifa man worked | 
eight hours instead of ten he would | 
crowd more work into the shorter hours, 
and would not, therefore, be so efficient | 
as when he worked ten hours. One of 
the chief reasons for bringing this 
measure forward was that it would 
stop overtime. It was within his own 


knowledge that in every district of the 
country men were working an enormous | 
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only worked three days a fortnight in 
the summer time; and probably the 
average in the Midlands was two or 


three days a week. That broke down 


the hon. Gentleman’s argument as to 
the number of days and the hours of 
work. The hon. Gentleman’s average 
was therefore not afair one. In his own 
County of Nottinghamshire the pits, 
according to the Mines’ Report for 1900, 
worked 267 days in the year, while in 


| Derbyshire the number of days was still 


higher. The hon. Member for Mid 
Durham said that in the cause of 
humanity local option should be brought 
into effect, and that districts which 
wanted the Bill should have it, and 


S 
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those districts which did not want the 
Bill should not have it thrust upon 
them; and he suggested that certain 
coal owners were guilty of political 
hypocrisy unless they put the principle 
of the Bill into operation in their pits 
instead of coming down to the House to 
advocate them. He was one of those 
who had carried this political hypocrisy 
into effect, and reduced cost by it. The 
argument was not worthy of considera 
tion, for the reason that an employer 


could not generally put his pit on to eight | 


hours whilst his neighbours were work- 
ing longer hours. That was impossible 


without increasing costs by at least six- | 


pence per ton. Coal owners were not 


philanthropists; they did not win the’! 
coal out of mere philanthropy, but for | 


the sake of money as a pure business 


transaction. The hon. Member for Mid | 


Durham went on to say that the Bill 
was not necessary, and he gave a case 
where one of his tellow workmen was so 
anxious for education that he worked 
long hours to obtain the needful money. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) : 
I may point out that that was about 
forty-five years ago. 


Mr. MARKHAM said it was a great 
pity that the hon. Member in making 
that statement did not say it referred to 


a case forty-five years ago, because it | 


was evdently a misleading statement 
to be put forward at the present time. 


Then the hon. Member went on to say | 


that 1,000 boys had, at last, received a 
reduction of working hours and an in- 
crease of wages. He was very glad that, 
after fifty years of agitation, the hon. 
Member and those whom he repesented 
had at last been able to grant the boys a 
working day of ten hours in pits, where 


their own fathers and brothers were | 


working seven hours per day from bank 
to bank. It could not reflect any great 
credit on those who represented the 
northern portion of the coal fields of the 
country that they allowed their boys 
over the age of thirteen to work ten 
hours a day, while they themselves only 
worked seven hours. He admitted that 
the boys had a play-day every other 
Saturday, but that did not affect the 
case. It might be said that when the 
boys became men they, would get the 


Mr. Markham, 
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advantage, but that was not an argu- 
ment which, he thought, would commend 


itself to the House. If legislation did 
not protect those of tender age, what 
‘was the good of it? He had always 
understood that hon. Members who ad- 
vocated in this House the principles of 
trade unionism contended for equality 
between employer and employed, but the 
hon. Member now maintained that State 
interference was not necessary. If the 
hon Member were to go to the Colonies, 
he would find that there was State inter- 
: ference in every industry. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: Read “Greater 
| Britain.” 


Mr. MARKHAM said he had read 
“Greater Britain’’ many times, and ap- 
proved of it, just as much as the hon. 
Member for Mid Durham ; but the hon. 
| Member, so far as he recollected, had not 

quoted the whole of the sentence in con- 
nection with the working of the mines 
at Newcastle, New South Wales. He had 
been down some of these pits at New- 
castle, and knew the corditions prevail- 
ing in the mining industry in New South 
Wales, and if the hon. Member adopted 
the statement of the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, in deal- 
ing withthe miners of the Newcastle dis- 
trict of New South Wales, he must be 


aware of the enormous benefits 
which these miners had _ received 
from the passing of legislation by 


the Parliament of New South Wales. 
Even in the hon. Member's own part of 
the country, he was informed by Trades 
Union leaders that continual applications 
were being made to the Miners Federa- 
tion from the hon. Member's own district. 
Was that statement true? [Mr. Fev- 
Wick: It is not true.] But the hon. 
Member for Mid Durham said it was 
true, and he was unable to choose 
between the two hon. Gentlemen. But 
it was an incontrovertible fact that 
when, in the federated districts and in 
Durham, a ballot was taken, it was 
found that there was a very large 
minority in favour of the Bill. Yet 
they were now told that Durham 
was unanimous in its opposition to the 
measure. That was not true, as there 
was a large minority in its favour, and 
his hon. friends thought that the rights 
of minorities ought to be respected. 
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He would like to give some figures as | 
to the actual cost of getting coal in the | 
counties of England with which he, 
was connected. That information had | 
not previously been laid before the | 
House by the coal owners, who had | 
always concealed their profits, although 
he himself believed that good would be 
done by ventilating the question, and | 
by letting the House of Commons know | 
what were the actual working costs of | 
every kind. If an average of years were | 
taken, he believed that the majority 
of collieries in the country did not make 
3d. per ton profit, and that even in 
good collieries the profit was not more | 
than 9d. per ton. The opposition to the | 
Bill was based on the ground that the 
country would have to pay an increased 
price for coal, and that everyone con- 
nected with the coal trade would become, 
millionaires. There was no_ greater | 
fallacy. There were mines in various | 
parts of the country which, to his own | 
knowledge, were losing money at the) 
present prices of coal. He did not think | 
that anyone woulddenythat. Therefore, | 
it ought in fairness to be recognised that | 
there were two sides to the question. 
The coal owners were met generally 
with hostility in this House because | 
they were very unwise, in his opinion, 
two years ago, in putting on increase | 
after increase, and shilling after shilling, | 
to the price of coal. It was they who) 
killed the coal trade of the country, | 
not the mines, because after all | 
was said and done the miners did | 
not receive more than 8d. and 9d. per | 
ton additional during those high | 
prices. It was a very difficult and_ 
complicated matter to explain what | 
the costs really meant, because they | 
were made up in various collieries in | 
different forms. 


He had not taken the | 
best collieries, because that would not be | 
a fair criterion; nor had he taken the | 
worst collieries for that would also be) 
misleading. He had endeavoured, to | 
the best of his ability, to ascertain from | 
collieries with which he was personally 
connected, and from friends connected | 
with the coal trade, not the costs of | 
individual collieries, but a very large | 
number of collieries, and in some cases | 
his figures were based on an average of 


twenty pits. | 
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*Mr. SPEAKER : I do not at present 
see what bearing the figures which the 
hon. Gentleman proposes to give can 
have on the question. The question be- 
fore the House is a compulsory eight 
hours day for miners. 


Mr. MARKHAM said the point he was 
endeavouring to make was that the 
cost was made up of various items, and 
that the effect of an eight hours day 
would only apply to certain of them; 
but if he were ruled out of order— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not rule the 
hon. Gentleman out of order, but it 
appeared to me that he was rather enter- 
ing on the general question of costs and 
profits, and I reminded him that his 


|arguments must be made relevant to 


the Question proposed. 


Mr. MARKHAM said he would en- 
deavour to show what in actual practice 
the effect of the measure would be on 
the question of cost. In Yorkshire, the 
hours of labour were eight and a half. 
In every case he was taking the hours 
from bank to bank, because he thought 
the leaders of the movement ought to 
accept an amicable arrangement as to 


‘the lowering and raising of the men. 


He believed that if the House sent the 
Bill to a Committee some reasonable pro- 
posal carrying out the principle that 
men should not be in the mine more 
than eight hours would be accepted. 
He had, however, no authority for stating 
that, but he believed that what the 
miners actually required was an eight 
hours day in the mines, and not from 
bank to bank. In Yorkshire, the average 
cost of coal—he was not taking the best 
or the worst pits—was from 6s. 6d. to 7s. 
per ton, of which probably from 1s. 6d. 
to ls. 9d. was made up in royalties, 
timber, and other charges. If the eight 
hours day were brought to bear on that 
cost, it would not effect such charges as 
royalties, timber, or rails. In Derby- 
shire the hours underground were eight 
and threequarters, and the average vost 
was 6s. 6d. perton. In Nottinghamshire 
the hours were nine, and the average 
cost 6s. 9d. per ton. In Warwickshire 


the hours varied from eight to nine, and 
the average cost varied considerably, but 
it was probably between 6s. 9d. and 7s. 


S 2 
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In South Wales the hours of labour were | under their beds. Asa result of those 
ten, and the cost varied very consider- | sensational statements, made by a paper 
ably. It was impossible to fix any | which was well known, the trade of the 
mean, but taking the coal through and | country was done in the summer months, 
through, small and large, the average | and not in the winter months, and as a 
was about from 7s. 6d. to 9s. In Durham, | matter of fact many pits were working 
the hours were seven from bank to bank, | short time in the winter, although they 
the hours for boys from bank to bank had been working full time in the 
being ten, and he had no knowledge} summer. That was a fact that could 
of what the costs were in that county. | not be denied by anyone connected with 
In stating those figures he desired to the coal trade. 

explain that he did not wish to! Of course, he knew very well that 
mislead the House into concluding that | everyone who rose in this House to make 
coal could be sold at a much lower | any attack on what was called large vested 
price than at present. The amount | interest; was immediately put down as 
of slack varied from 10 per cent. | one doing his best to ruin the trade of 
to 50 per cent., and hon. Members might | the country. Only the previous night 
not be aware that slack in Nottingham | one of the largest employers of labour in 
and Derby was worth only 6d. per ton. the Midlands told him that he was doing 
Then again, on an average, 5 per cent. | his best to ruin the trade of the country, 
of the total output was used in the| by not studying the interests of trade 
colliery. He did not wish the House to | generally, and by placing burdens on the 
run away with the idea that the costs | industries of the country. Asa matter 
he had mentioned were the prices of coal | of fact, the total burdens placed on the 
in the different districts. The amount | coal industry did not amount to one 
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of slack had to be deducted, inferior | 
quality, colliery consumption, and free 
coal to the men had to be allowed 
for, which very materially altered the 
price of the coal. What he wished the 
House to realise was that if the Bill were 
brought into operation it would only 
affect the cost of labour. He had very 
carefully considered the matter, and had 
consulted many eminent mining en- 
gineers, and had arrived at the conclusion 
that the general estimate of increased 
cost as a result of the operation of the 
Bill would be approximately 6d. per ton ; 
but he thought that everyone was 
agreed if there was increased production 
by reason of double shifts, that there 
would not be any appreciable increase in 
the cost of production. He knew that 
the argument would be brought forward 
that there would be a sudden rise in the 
price of coal if they dislocated the whole 
trade of the country, and that they had 
only to look back to two years ago in 
order to appreciate the danger of that. 
But the high price of coal two years 
ago was occasioned in the summer 
months by a sensational London half- 
penny paper. By reason of the sensa- 
tional reports which were published as 
to what the price of coal would be in 
the winter months, poor people in 
London were actually storing coal away 


Mr. Markham. 





half-penny per ton, and it could not 
be said that the burdens on the coal 
trade were greater than it could bear. 
No doubt the hon. Gentleman made that 
statement believing it to be accurate, but 
that only showed how misleading it was 
to rely on figures put before one. The 
House _ should, therefore, consider and 
remember that when the coal owners had 
come forward and preached as to this 
horrible burden they were going to bear, 
as a matter of fact, the total burden 
placed on the industry was only one half- 
penny a ton. 

He had not the time to continue 
what was, after all, a most compli- 
cated and difficult question. It had been 
approached in this House on many occa- 
sions wholly and solely from a political 
interest, and not from the interest of the 
coal trade or the far greater interests 
of the manufacturing industries of the 
country. If he thought this Bill was going, 
if passed, to permanently raise the price 
of coal and put a tax on the industries of 
the country, andimpair andinjure the trade 
of the country, he would not vote for it or 
speak for it in this House, but he be- 
lieved that when the conditions of the 
mines were altered and proper facilities 
were given for dealing with the coal in 
the increased quantity that would be got 
under this Bill, it would be found, not 
only that the cost was not increased, but 
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as a matter of practice that when more 
was got out of the pits the Bill would 
tend to satisfy the reasonable demands put 
forward by the miners that they should 
not work more than eight hours a day. 
He had a confident belief that this House, 
although they might not pass this Bill, 
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| as one likely to prove most dangerous and 
‘injurious to our trade and prosperity. I 
do not exaggerate when I say that the 
| trade and prosperity of this country are 
| due to the great coal field we are happy 
to possess. Professor Jevons in a well- 
' known work wrote as follows— 


would remember that those who advocated | 


this measure had a double object to serve— | 


the object of those they represented and 
also the object of not placing any grave 
restriction on trade which would be 
likely to injure the manufacturing in- 
terests of this country. 


*(3.18.) Mr. HARRIS (Tynemouth) : 


My only excuse for taking part in this de- | 
bate on the condition of labour of a great 


trade like the coal trade, in which I am 


neither interested as an employer nor a 


delegate of the employed, is the fact that 
I represent a Northumberland constitu- 
ency whose welfare is largely dependent on 
that trade,and because the miners and pit- 
men of that county and of the neighbour- 
ing county of Durham have, over and over 
again, opposed this Billin this House as a 
measure likely to prejudice their interests 
and the colliery owners’ welfare, and I take 


this opportunity of opposing this measure | 


because in a trade of thisgreatimportance, 
on which is dependent every industry 
that this country possesses, I think 
that any Bill which has for its object 
a reduction of the hours of labour and 
which must have as its inevitable 
result an increase of price and a 


shortage of the out-put of the com-, 


modity, should be approached with the 
greatest caution and circumspection. If 
it is expedient for us tointerfere with the 
freedom of contract between employer and 


employed, and to say to the one “You shall | 


only purchase,” and to the other ‘‘ You 
shall only sell a given amount of labour in 
twenty-four hours,” I hold that we areonly 
entitled to do so if it can be shown that 
the present conditions of that particular 
trade are dangerous or injurious to the 
health or the moral welfare of those 


concerned, but if it can be shown that | 


that is not the case, but that this 
most important industry is likely to 
suffer, and that the manufactures and 
commerce throughout the country are 
likely to be injuriously affected hy the 
Bill, then I trust the House will not 
allow sentiment to over-ride common 
sense, but that it will reject this measure 


‘*Coal, in truth, stands not beside but entirely 

| above all our other commodities. It is the 
material energy of the country, the universal 

| aid, the factor in everything we do ; with coal 
almost any feat is possible or easy, without we 

| are thrown back into the laborious poverty of 
early times.” 


, And he goes on tosay that without coal we 
would only be a pastoral country, without 
manufactures, or with only sufficient for 
our demands, and that we should be 
unable to withstand the competition of 
the other coal producing countries of the 
world. So intimately is the coal trade 
associated with other industries that the 
harm that will be done to it is 
only a tithe of that which will be 
suffered by the others. Not only will 
the 750,000 people employed in the 
coal trade be affected by this Bill, but the 
economic change which this Bill will 
produce must be felt by all manufacturers 
and the millions of people employed 
by them throughout the country. When 
it is remembered that £120,000,000 of 
coal is extracted from our mines every 
year, it is superfluous to enlarge upon the 
important issues likely to be raised by this 
measure, but there is one special trade 
I should like to call attention to, and that 
is our Mercantile Marine. The Mercantile 
Marine has to face in the future the 
State aided and subsidised competition of 
the United States and of other nations. 
Now, a large proportion of the working 
cost of our steamers is their coal bills, and 
| [recently worked out some figures which 
‘astonished me, and which, I think, will 
interest the House. Taking the 
consumption of the most economical of 
our modern steamers, I found that one 
ton of coal will transport one ton of 
merchandise 50,000 or 60,000 miles, and 
_ consequently one penny-worth of coal will 
| carry a ton of goods from one place to 
another 300 miles apart. I give those 
' figures to show how this great industry 
_of the Mercantile Marine will suffer from 
such a rise in the price of coal as has 
| been predicted by the hon. Member who 
has just sat down. 
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I a‘so desire to call the attention of the 
House to the increasing advantages 
our competitors in the United States 
are obtaining from the diminishing price 
of coal in their country as against 
our manufacturers with the increasing 
price in this. In 1888 the average price 
of coa! at the pit’s mouth in this country 
was 5s. Ofd. per ton; in the United States 
it was 6s.; ten years after our price 
had increased 30 per cent., whilst that 
of the United States had decreased 
25 per cent., and today our competitors 


in America are able to obtain coal | 
at almost half the price that we have. 


to pay. Those who have read the 
Consular Reports from our Consuls in 
the United States will notice that every- 
one predicts that we shall in the future 
have to face the strongest competition 
from manufacturers on the other side of 
the Atlantic. The competition of the past 
will be nothing to the competition we 
shall have to face in the future. Are we 
so sanguine of victory in the industrial 
war before us that we can consider with 


equanimity today a measure which will | 
so excessively increase the price of coal | 
in this country, and that at a time when | 


every shilling of expense has t » be con- 
sidered in keeping a business going or 


closing it, and when a shilling or even | 


sixpence a ton in the price of coal turns 
the balance one way or the other. 
I do not pretend to give any estimate of 
what the increase in the price of coal is 
likely to be if this Bill becomes law, and 
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in equipping them for winding coal this 
system has always been kept in view. 
If this Bill passes, all these arrangements 
| will have to be reconsidered, and that 
| will entail an enormous cost to the 
colliery proprietors, with the inevitable 
result that the price of coal will be 
| raised and the production diminished. 

| We are told that this may be avoided 
_by increasing thes number of boys at 
| work in the mines. That increase must 
amount to between 50 and 75 per cent. 
to be of any economic use. But I would 
venture to point out the great difficulty 
of obtaining boys, and that the labour of 
men can be far more easily obtained 
than that of boys. A man can move 
from one district to another; he can 
take his family to whatever part offers 
the most suitable employment. A boy 
who lives at home cannot be transferred 
'in this way unless employment is also 
found for his father, or for the person 
with whom he lives. Then at the present 
time, in the big manufactories and ship- 
yards on the Tyneside, boy labour is 
every day becoming more scarce and 
valuable. Day by day labour-saving 
machinery which can be looked after by 
'a boy is replacing the older-fashioned 
methods which required the attention 
of skilled men. This will be more than 
ever the case in the future in this par- 
ticular district, and, in fact, throughout 
'the country. Therefore, the extra labour 
'that the collieries in Northumberland 
'and Durham may need, as regards boys, 


which could only be theoretical and) will have to be obtained from the large 
misleading, but taking the figures of the | towns and manufacturing districts, to 
hon. Member who has just sat down, and | the detriment of the trades that already 


the hon. Member for West Nottingham, | 
who introduced this Bill for Second | 
Reading last session, I would point out 


exist in those districts. If those who 
have spoken in favour of the Bill could 
|show that the conditions of labour are 


to the House that even an increase of 6d.| unhealthy to those employed in the 
per ton which they have given means a | collieries—that the boys grow up unfitted 





tax on the manufacturers of this country 
of between £5,000,000 and £6,000,000 
per annum. This Bill has been 
opposed over and over again by the 
miners and mine owners of Durham and 
Northumberland. The seams in those 
two counties are worked under the 
system known as the double shift system. 
It is the natural outcome and develop- 
ment of many years, and is found to be 
the most economical and best suited to 
the coal measures which exist in these 
counties. In laying out the mines and 
Mr. Harvis. 


for the hardships of life—I would only 
‘too readily and heartily support any 
| Measure for the amelioration of their 
| condition. But the statistics of the coal 
| trade show that that is not the case. 
The greatest argument in this respect is 
that the colliers of these counties have 
opposed and are opposing this Bill most 
strenuously and vigorously. These men 
know the exact conditions under 
which the boys work ; they have worked 
under similar or severer conditions them- 
| selves, and no one can suppose that they 
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are so indifferent or so hard-hearted that | ment that the coal trade will suffer because 
they would oppose the Bill if under | of the extent to which the price of coal may 
existing conditions their children were | be enhanced by the passing of this Bill. 
engaged in work that was detrimental| ‘The hon. Member for the Mansfieid 
to their health or would handicap them | Division put it down at 6d. per ton. 
in the future. We all remember this argument being 
In conclusion, I hope the House will! put before the House on a number of 
not be carried away by picturesque de-| occasions. In regard to South Wales, we 
scriptions of the hardships which miners | were definitely told that it could be 
have to undergo. The statistics of the| easily proved that the Compensation 
country show that the miner’s life is not | Act would cost 3d. per ton. Up to the 
an unhealthy one. Itisfar more healthy | present it has not cost jd. I predict 
than the average life of the British work- that the result will be much the same 
man. But if this Bill becomes law, not | with regard to this 6d. per ton. What 
only will this great trade—the greatest | puzzles me is this, that Gentlemen come 
trade we have in this country—suffer,|down here and speak against a move- 
but every branch of our industries must | ment which has a tendency to increase 
inevitably be affected by the conse-| the safety of life and limb. Some of my 
quences, and this at a time when we friends may differ from me, because their 
have before us a struggle against our | experience is different ; I allow them to 
industrial competitors in other coun- | have the freedom of their opinion. But 
tries to retain for ourselves those markets | I believe, and I think I shall be able to 
in the world which are a tribute to our prove, that this measure, so far as South 
industry and our enterprise. Wales is concerned, would be the means 
of giving us further safety of life and 


+(3.36.) Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM |imb. The very Gentlemen who oppose 
(Glamorganshire, Rhondda): The House | this 6d. per ton being involved by safe- 
will undoubtedly agree with me in guarding life will vote money by the 
saying how glad we are to receive million to destroy life in other parts of 
the able address of our esteemed col- the world. No matter, then, if the price 
league on the other side. But I regret of coal is enhanced by 10s. or 30s. per 
that his ability should have been devoted ton. It is time we had a little more 
to building up a structure on so many consideration of these matters. 
false bases. We are told that if this Bill Then I am glad to have this oppor- 
passes it will destroy freedom of contract tunity to say a word on the question of 
between employer andemployed. Where competition. It is high time we should 
and how? Whereis the freedom of con- define what is meant by “coal.” Indeed 
tract now that can be destroyed by this it would be worth while informing the 
Bill? Does not the employer settle the House that there are different qualities 
time we are to descend into the pits and of coal. Not long ago everything black 
the time we are to come up from the that could be dug from the earth would 
pits? We have no freedom of contract hive been considered to be coal. Then 
as far as that goes. The employer will there is the coal from other parts of the 
not employ one single man more than he world. We have all heard of American 
wants, and whatever decision he gives as | coal. I saw it at work not long ago. I 
to conditions of labour will be carried had the pleasure and the displeasure of 
into effect. There can be no freedom of coming home from America in an 
contract where one side have the English boat, owned by a Welshman. 
monopoly of work to give, and the living If hon. Gentlemen did not know me 
of the other must depend upon whether | they would not believe what I am going 
or not they can get the work to do. to say, but they know I always make an 
There is no more freedom of contract effort to state the truth. I saw the coal 
than if you were to take a man out to in use, and the fires had to be cleared 
mid-sea, put him on a plank, and say, | out with twelve inches of clinker after 
“You are free, walk home.” | every twelve hours. You call that coal ! 

Then weare told that the coal trade will | My hon. friend looks surprised, but I 
suffer. It does puzzle one to find Gentle- | could name the ship and the captain. 
men seriously putting forward the state- | The men were anxious to get home by 
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New Year’s eve, and we could not | 


understand what was the matter, but 
we had been on board only two or three 


days when we heard what was the, 
it was that coal from Nova. 


matter : 
Scotia and Cape Breton. I give you 
my word of honour, I went down and 


saw the men working, and there was_ 


an average of an inch of clinker 
collecting on the bars every hour. 
There was a paragraph in the Daily Mail 
stating that at Copenhagen coal was 
being sold to the shipowners at 8s. 6d. a 
ton. I wonder what the hon. Member 
for Northumberland thinks of that. 


*Mr. HARRIS: 


States coal. 


I referred to United 


*Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: I have 
seen them producing coal in America, and 
at the pit mouth of thirty collieries not one 
of them produced more than 15 per cent. of 
largecoal. I think we ought to be better 
informed before we believe in this bogey 
of foreign competition. Two or three 
hon. Members have been speaking about 
the healthy occupation of a collier, and 
from some of the statements made, one 
would think that there were roses grow- 
ing down there and that there were 
recreation grounds in collieries. I won- 
der some hon. Members do not try their 
hands at it and then they would see 
what kind of recreation it is. Nothing 
troubles me so much as the fact that the 
Member for Mid Durham and myself 
have to cross swords upon a question 
like this, but those who oppose this Bill 
have the interest of the miners in their 
own constituencies at heart and so have 
we. However, when hon. Gentlemen 
get up to speak I should like them to be 
a little more careful in their facts. I do 
not think the hon. Member could have 
been hinting at me when he spoke of 


agitators, because I have always been a | 


peaceful agitator. I never went to an 


employer to ask for a thing with my, 


demand in one hand and a pistol in the 
other. The Member for Preston invited 
us to throw down the sword. 


Mr. TOMLINSON: No, no! 


*Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: That is 
what the hon. Member said. 


Mr. William Abraham. 


{COMMONS} 


Hours) Bill. 


Mr. TOMLINSON: I did 
to use that argument. 
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t intend 


*Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Then I 
will give the hon. Member the credit for 
saying that which he did not intend tosay. 
The hon. Member told us distinctly that 
we could get all we wanted from the em- 
ployers by organisation if we only 
demanded it. I may say that we 
have tried all ways. We have tried 
locally and generally, and still the 
answer has always been the same. 
What are wetodo? If you throw this 
Bill out does that mean that we shall have 
to fight theemployers? Thereis another 
side to the argument. South Wales is 
mentioned very often by a good many 
people and they profess to know a good 
deal about it. They say that the number of 
hours worked in South Wales is fifty-four, 
but they never think that we are 
winding fifty-four hours. The passing of 
this Bill will reduce the number of hours 
by two per day. It is said that it takes 
forty minutes for the men to go in and 
out of the mine, and that the men are 
allowed forty minutes for food. I 
wish that I had been a collier when they 
allowed forty minutes for food. The 
extreme way which hon. Members have 
of putting these cases is very unfair, 
because there are two sides to the argu- 
ment. If it is true that the operation 
of this Bill will reduce the number of 
hours by twelve, the miners must now be 
working sixty-six hours a week. That is 
equally as true as the other argument, 
but the fact is that neither of these argu- 
ments are true. It is the exaggeration 
indulged in upon this question that I 
regret. The hon. Member opposite said 
that the passing of this Bill would create 
a deadly danger, but ke subsequently 
withdrew the word “deadly.” Look at 
the collieries in my district. Take the 
‘two collieries where we had the last two 
explosions. Let us take the facts and 
look themin the face. In this case they 
'were working ten hours because the 
employer years ago decided to do so. 
There is no shot firing during 
the ten hours, and Is ay that ten 
hours is too much for any man to be 
in a mine. The shots are prepared 
'when the men leave the colliery, and 
they travel through ankle deep of small 
‘fine coal which creates clouds of dust, 


‘and then the shot-firing is allowed to 
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take place. If you do reduce the hours 
you should make it compulsory that 
there shall be no shot-firing for two 
hours after the men are out of the 
mine, for it is not safe as it is done now. 
In the South Wales coal-field it is 


essential to have this Bill, and if my 


hon. friend the Member for Mid. 
Durham can do without it in his 
district, then let him heip us to get it. 
My hon. friend tells us that this Bill 
will be deterimental to the miners at 
large. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, 
Mid.): I never discussed the miners at 
large. 


* Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: I know 
that 
“ A man convinced against his will 
Is of the same opinion still.” 
I appeal on behalf of the most dangerous 
coal fields in Great Britain to hon. Mem- 
bers to help us by supporting this Bill. 


* (4.0.) Mr. FENWICK (Northumber- 
land, Wansbeck): I intend to confine 
my observations upon this Bill to as 
brief a space as possible. The hon. 
Member for the Mansfield Division has 
told us that the object which he and 
other hon. Members who are supporting 
this Bill have in view, is the interest 
of those they represent. We oppose 
this Bill on precisely the same grounds. 
My hon. friend who introduced the 
Bill this afternoon spoke of his title 
to introduce such a Bill as this. He 
told us that he owed his return to 
this House to the mining vote in his 
constituency. Well, I think I can show 


as good a credential as my hon. friend | 


in the opposition I have to give to 
this Bill. I owe my election to the 
vote of the miners in my constituency, 


and they constitute about five-sixths | 


of the electors. My majority in the five 
contested elections which I have now 
gone through has, I should say, in 
any one been equal to the majority 


by which my hon. friend has been 


supported. I hope his majority will 


never be less—so that my credential to | 


speak in opposition to this Bill is 
equal to that of my hon. friend. I 
think it is essential that I should 
make that observation this afternoon. 
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| Indeed, it is essential in the interest 
of those whom I represent, and in 
justice to myself, that I should 
here proclaim that my opposition to 
this Bill is not a factious opposition, 
that it is not based on any ground of 
sentimentalism, and that I honestly 
represent the views of those whom I[ 
am sent here to represent. I am speak- 
ing within the recollection of gentlemen 
who were present when this subject was 
debated last year. 

I am glad now to find my hon. friend 
the junior Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
in his place. It will be in the recollection 
of hon. Members that in criticising 
the views I put before the House in 
opposition to this Bill, he stated— 

“If the angels in heaven do weep, it must 
be when a representative of working men, 
paid by workmen to come to this House to 
protect the interests of workmen, draws forth 
the enthusiastic cheers of employers of labour, 
in opposing a measure which is introduced 
for the benefit of working men.” 

I have never been disposed to conceal 
the fact—indeed I am rather proud of 
it—that Iam paid by the men who 
sent me here to represent their interests. 
I feel no disgrace in making that 
admission, but I should like to put this 
question distinctly to my hon. friend. 
Does he suggest that the views I 
expressed last year in opposition to this 
Bill are contrary to the views held by 
the majority of the men whom I have 
the honour to represent in this House? 
I venture to say that he will not accept 
that challenge. I am certain that he 
will not say that I misrepresented the 
views of my constituents in this respect. 
Then what becomes of the offensive 
charge that is implied in the 
statement he made that I[ am paid to 
represent interests which, when I am 
here, I deliberately speak against, amid 
the enthusiastic cheers of employers of 
labour ? Does he suggest that I, or any 
one who is sent here by a working class 
constituency as a representative of 
labour, ought not to speak the truth 
as we apprehend it for fear the 
speaking of that truth in the ears of 
employers of labour should elicit their 
hearty and enthusiastic cheers? I 
am sure he does not. I have no 
doubt spoken with some warmth on this 
‘subject, but I feel that I am justified 
| by the facts of the case. No man can 
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be long in public life before 
realises that it is a very easy thing 


to point an argument with an offensive | 


insinuation, and I fear that it is equally 
true that for some 


{COMMONS} 


minds there can be! 


found no more congenial occupation. | 


But I have always held, and still hold, 
that a cause which requires to be 
bolstered up by personalities and offensive 
insinuations, such as that which was 
levelled against me on a former occasion 
by the junior Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil, only shows how hollow and 
indefensible their position is. 

My hon. friend who introduced the 
Bill told us that the opposition of 
Northumberlan¢ was  a_ curious 
opposition, because he says there is a 
large minority in the two northern 
counties in favour of the Bill. But is it 
not equally true that in the districts 
that favour this Bill you have also a 
large minority against it? The hon. 
Member for the Mansfield Division of 
Nottinghamshire spoke of the absurdity 
of taking the opinion of miners by what 
he called pit head meetings. But is it 
not almost universally true—I will not 
say it is universally true —that the 
ballots which have been taken in the 
Federation districts have not been secret 
ballots, such as we take in Northumber- 
land and Durham, but that the vote has 
been by means of open pit head meetings ? 
What we have done we are not afraid to 
proclaim on the housetops. We have 
recognised that there might be a feeling 
in the two northern counties in favour 
of such a change as is proposed in this 
Bill, and we have taken every care to 
give the members of our societies perfect 
freedom in declaring whether they were 
for or against it, and we have provided 
a secret system of ballot similar to that 
which is used in Parliamentary elections. 
Let that be done in all the federation 
districts sothat the men may be perfectly 
free from every influence whatever, and 
then we will be able to accept the genuine- 
ness of the ballot spoken of, but I fear not 
until then. 

My hon. friend in charge of 
the Bill said nothing today of 
the practical difficulties that lie in 
the way of a proposal such as this. 
He never attempted to discuss the 
practical difficulties. 


I do not myself, 
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he | involved in the working of this proposal 


if it became law, nor do I intend to follow 
my hon. friend the Member for the 
Mansfield Division into the profits made 
by coal-owners. I admit at once that he 
is in a better position to speak of these 
things than I am. I am not a coal-owner, 
and | know nothing at all of the cost of 
production, or the profits the coal-owners 
are making, but I do know something of 
the practical difficulties with which we 
would be confronted in Northumberland 
if this Bill were to become law. It has 
been said very truly by gentlemen who 
support this Bill that any one who is 
well acquainted with pit work and pit 
life knows that it differs in its essentials 
from other employments and any other 
kind of life. There is no industry that 
you could select where you have such an 
endless variety as you have in the mining 
industry, and yet it is in this industry 
that you propose to introduce uniformity 
of action—a uniformity of action which 
has never yet been proposed for any 
other single industry in the whole of the 
United Kingdom. There are Gentlemen 
in this House this afternoon, themselves 
employers of labour, who will go into 
the Lobby in support of the Second 
Reading of this Bill, but if vou were to 
propose seriously to apply this principle 
to the industry in which they are 
directly concerned, they would be the 
very first to describe it as tyranny on 
the part of the House of Commons to fix 
and to saddle them down with such re 
strictive proposals. Take the industry 
of engineering, shipbuilding, or boiler 
and machine construction, and there I 
could understand the plea for the uni- 
formity of an eight hours day which is 
being put forward by the supporters of 
the Bill. There all your methods of 
production, and all the principles on which 
you proceed, are practically uniform 
in their character, but here where you 
have great variety in the formation of 
seams, and such like, you would attempt 
to apply this experimental legislation. 
Where you havea simple industry and not 
a complex one, such as you have in 
mining, you would not attempt to apply 
this principle. 

Let it be admitted at once, 
as I have in all these debates 
frankly admitted, that our chief diffi- 


intend to go into the cost that would be | culty in the north of England is that 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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which arises from the employment of 
boy labour. What are the difficulties 
we are surrounded with? It was 
stated this afternoon very fairly and. 
frankly by the hon. Member for the 
Mansfield. Division that the double 
shift system, while reducing the hours 
of the work people, has also reduced the 
cost of production. But that is what I 
should expect to find. The double shift 
method of producing coal is the most 
economical that has ever yet been tried 
in{this country. I am not at all sur- 
prised that by adopting the double shift 
method the hon. Gentleman has suc- 
ceeded in reducing the cost of production ; 
but I must say that if the coal-owners in 
South Wales enforced the method of 
double shifts they would find a con- 
siderable resistance to it, as my hon. 
friend the Member for Rhondda Valley 
could tell us. We have found from ex- 
perience that it is the most economical 
method that can be adopted, and our 
collieries have been worked on that 
principle for generations, and the relays 
of coal hewers are served by one shift of 
boys. The mine owners and the repre- 
sentatives of the miners in Northumber- 
land and Durham have carefully con- 
sidered this question, with a strong 
desire to fall into line with my hon. 
friend. We have considered every 
alternative open to us. These were 
three in number. We had either to 
abandon the double shift system—the 
working of which, let the House bear in 
mind, is the most economical method 
ever introduced—and take a method 
which is less economical than the one 
we are now pursuing. But the adop- 
tion of such a system would involve 
the dismissal of a considerable portion 
of the men now employed in getting coal. 
Or we might continue the double shift 
system if we can get the boys necessary 
in order to carry it on under an eight 
hours day. Now, we contend, and I 
think rightly, that it would be impossible 
for us to get the boys. My hon. friend 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, on 
a former occasion, when we were discuss- 
ing this subject, misrepresented—not 
intentionally—something I said in our 
conference on this question. He alleged 
that I had said that the adoption of the 
single shift would lead to the dismissal 
of a number of boys, and that the hon. | 
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baronet the Member for Chester-le-Street 
took the opposite view. The reverse was 
the case. What I said was—and here I 
think the hon. baronet confounded my 
words, used in reference to another Bill 
which comes up for consideration 
next Wednesday, and my position in 
regard to the Bill now under discussion 
—that we would have the greatest 
difficulty in getting the necessary num- 
ber of boys. That isthe opinion of every 
man who has considered this matter in 
the North of England. Let the House 
understand we have a full complement 
of hewers, every place is filled ; we want 
no more. But if this Bill were adopted, 
we should want fresh relays of boys, 
and no parent, for the purpose of getting 
employment for his boys, would go into 
a district where he could not get em- 
ployment for himself. And so | main- 
tain that the practical difficulties with 
which we are confronted are insur- 
mountable. Not a single Member who 
supports this Bill has devoted a moment 
to these practical considerations. The 
hon. Member for Mid. Derbyshire said 
that it surely could not pass the skill of 
man to devise some workable scheme ; 
all I can say is that it passes our skill. If 
either the hon. Member for Mid. Derby- 
shire or the right hon. baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean will 
present such a workable scheme to us, [| 
am certain that they will earn the eternal 
gratitude not only of those of us who 
have the honour to speak on behalf of 
the miners, but also of all the miners 
in the North of England. The hon. 
Member for Mid. Derby said that the 
great difficulty was the boys, and if that 
difficulty could be solved we might all 
come into line with the supporters of the 
Bill. But neither the hon. Member nor 
any other supporter of this Bill has ever 
ventured to suggest a solution of that 
difficulty. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: What is the 
difference in the position now as com- 
pared with a few years ago. when the 
hon. Member voted fora Bill for shorten- 
ing the hours of labour for boys ? 


*Mr. FENWICK: To the best of my 
recollection I abstained from voting on 
that occasion. 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE: It was on 
22nd July, 1887. 


*Mr. FENWICK: All I can say is, 


that to the best of my recollection that | 


is not so; but I accept my right hon. 
friend’s statement until such time as 
I have had an opportunity of verify- 
Ing it. 
for Rhondda would say, I accept the 


right hon. Baronet’s statement, although | 
There | 
is another difficulty which we have to. 


I still hold to my own opinion. 


face, and which is of a somewhat dif- 
ferent character because it is economic. 
It will not be contended that Northumber- 
land competes with any district in Eng- 
land which would be affected by the 
provisions of this Bill, if it were to become 
an Act of Parliament. The only district 
with which we have effective competition 
is that of Fife and Clackmannan in Scot- 
land. In Yorkshire, Lancashire, and 
Nottinghamshire, there is a margin on 
the average realised selling price of coal 
of from 10d. to 1s. per ton; whereas the 


margin between the average realised price | 


of coal in the Fife and Clackmannan 
district and the Northumberland is only 
1d. and sometimes only $d. perton. The 
closeness of the realised price in the 
two districts is the clearest indication 
you can have of the keenness of the 
competition between them. Fife and 
Clackmannan would not be affected by 
this Bill, because for twenty-two years 


they have worked on the principle of | 


eight hours a day; whereas, if the Bill 
passed and the cost of production in 
Northumberland was increased only by 
1d. per ton, that would be sufficient 
to change the commercial balance be- 
tween the one district and the other. 
And I take it that this House has no 
right to pass legislation, the effect of 
which would be to transfer a com- 
mercial advantage from one district to 
another. I sincerely hope that this 
House will not be induced to pass such 
legislation, but if it does 1 trust that 
in Committee, the same justice will be 
granted to us as was granted in 1894 
by accepting a local option clause. The 
House may pass the Second Reading of 
this Bill, which it has a perfect right to 
do, but I ask hon. Members, as reasonable 
and intel igent men, to pause before they 
inflict —as undoubtedly they would 
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As my hon. friend the Member | 
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|inflict upon Northumberland and Dur 
| ham—a much greater hardship than this 
| Bill proposes to remedy. 

*(4.30.) Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Mer- 
|thyr Tydvil): In the course of this 
discussion, not a single new argument 
has been brought forward, either for 
or against the Bill. I do not want to 
indulge in a personal quarrel with the 
hon. Member for Wansbeck, and I regret 
to find that a chance remark made in the 
heat of debate a year ago should still be 
rankling in his mind. [ may say that 
my remarks did not apply to his 
opposition to this Bill, the grounds 
for which I know and understand, but 
were directed to the arguments he 
brought forward in support of his 
opposition to the Bill—arguments which 
cannot be substantiated. There are 
three main lines of objection taken to 
the Bill. First of all, that t would 
restrict the output, and so_ increase 
the price of coal, and thereby burden 
industry ; second, that it would increase 
the accident and death-rate in connection 
with the getting of coal; and third, 
that there is such a variety of conditions 
in connection with coal winning—thick 
seams and thin seams, deep pits and 
shallow pits, that you cannot apply 
a sort of cast-iron regulation to all 
these varying conditions. I will take 
the last point first. It is perfectly true 
that you cannot apply cast-iron regula- 
tions to all those various conditions ; 
but no one in his senses proposes to 
apply cast-iron regulations. What this 
Bill proposes is, that no matter what 
the conditions may be, eight hours 
should be the maximum that a’ work- 
man should be allowed to be employed 
underground. Make the number of 
hours as much less as you please; take 
all the elasticity you want ; but this 
Bill says, you shall not be allowed to 
go beyond these hours. I ask the two 
hon. Members from the North of Eng- 
land who are opposing this Bill, whether 
or not that is the principle on which 
their own counties are worked. I 
understand that in Durham the number 
of hours worked is the lowest in Great 
Britain—some seven hours per day from 
bank to bank being the average—and 
that in Northumberland about seven 
and a half hours is the average. In 
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those two counties every variety of| annum. In Northumberland, where men 
condition obtains which can be found | work for half an hour longer, and where 
in the whole coal field of Great Britain, | the seams, 1 understand, are practically 
and yet the Union has prescribed a identical, the output was only 364 tons 
hard and fast rule that seven hours per annum. If we take Yorkshire, 
in the one case and seven and a half! where men work longer hours than they 
hours in the other shall be the maximum | do in Durham and Northumberland, the 
that men should continue to work in the | output for persons employed in the 
pits. If that be so, and no harm accrues mines is only 368 tons per annum. 
from it, why not apply it over the whole | Come to Scotland for a further illustra- 
coal field area. As to the argument of | tion. In the East of Scotland, in Fife, 
the hon. Member who has just sat down | Clackmananand the Lothians, the miners 
about these varying conditions, and have been working eight hour shifts, and 
about the simplicity of other occupa-|the output per person employed in the 
tions, the hon. Member for Battersea” mines is 465 tons per annum. In the 
reminded me when the hon. Gentleman | West of Scoriand, where longer hours are 
was speaking, that the conditions are| worked and where the seams are thick 
a hundred times more varied in Wool-| and moreeas |y workedthaninthe East the 
wich Arsenal than in the whole coal field | output is on'y 421 tons per annum ; that 
of Great Britain. {An Hon. Member | is to say tha: every collier in the East of 
laughed.} My hon. friend laughs. 1 | Scotland wo:king eight hours a day pro- 
have worked in the pits as he has, and | duces, on an average, 44 tons per year 
and I have seen Woolwich Arsenal as, | more than his fellow collier in the West 
perhaps, he has not. My statement is of Scotland who works longer hours. I 
that the eight hours day does not hope these figures will go some way 
interfere with the work at Woolwich towards showing that reduction in the 
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Arsenal. hours of labour does not necessarily mean 
Now I come to the restriction of out-| a reduction of the output. ; ff 
put. I would not object if this Bill) [ pass to other arguments. Take the 


did restrict output. I advocate regu-| argument that the death-rate from 
lation of output as a means of keeping | accidents would be increased by this 
up wages ; and in so doing I am fol-' reduction of the hours of labour. Hon. 
lowing the example of manufacturers | Members opposite speak of the mines as 
in this country. No manufacturer being places of safety and health, and, in 
in his senses would go on turning | fact, pleasure grounds. Members who 
out goods for which there was no| speak in this strain are quoting the 
market. He knows that the result of | figures from the Return of the Registrar 
over-production would be reduction of |General, and to that extent they are 
price, and loss of profit. If that is | doubtless correct. But, in judging the 





conceded to the manufacturer, why is 
it denied to the collier? He has the 
same right to regulate the value of his 
labour by regulating his output. But 
this Bill, I submit, will in no way what- 
ever reduce output. I have said before, 
and I repeat it here today, that in the 
coal industry, as in every other in- 
dustry, output increases as the hours 
of work decrease. I will endeavour 
to prove my statement by facts and 
figures—not theories and opinions— 
taken from the annual returnsfor the year 
1899-1900, submitted to the Home Office 


by the various inspectors of factories. | 


In Durham the hours worked were the 
shortest in Great Britain. The average 
output for persons employed in the mines 
in Durham was 419 tons per man per 


effect of these figures, one requires to 
understand the circumstances out of 
which they arise. In our colliery districts, 
when a man becomes weak in the chest 
through working in the pits, when his 
health becomes debilitated, he seeks and 
finds employment where he is able to be 
in the fresh air, and if he does die from 
consumption or from “ collier’s lung” or 
any other chest disease, he dies away 
from the colliery, and is not classed as a 
collier at the time of his death. Now I 
come to accidents, and here, again, it is 
proved conclusively, so far as anything 
can be proved by figures—they are not 
always reliable—that the short working 
day gives the greatest safety to the person 
employed. Take for example the North 
of England, where the short working day 
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obtains. [Mr. J. Witson: They are) that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
careful men.] As the hon. Member for twelve months ago proved to demon- 
Mid. Durham says, they are careful men, stration that these same colliery owners 
but that is the outcome of the short! had pocketed £34,000,000 sterling 
working day. Wewant the same system over and above their legitimate profits ; 
and the same result elsewhere. In the and that they had imposed a burden, 
North of England, the accident rate not of 2d. or 3d. per ton, but of from 
per thousand persons employed is 3s. to 5s. per ton. If men act in that 
1*8. In South Wales, where there is a fashion for their own selfish aggrandise- 
longer working day, the accident rate ment, surely the argument about in- 
is 1‘847, and in Scotland it is 1°42. | creasing the cost of production 2d. or 
That, again, shows that in the matter 3d. per ton, in order to obtain a public 
of safety the shorter the working day advantage, will not carry much weight 
the better the chance of escaping with the public outside this House. 
accidents ; and, as I endeavoured to One word in regard to the North of 
point out in this debate last year, the England difficulty. I submit that this 
reason is plain and appears on the is not the stage at which to argue it. 
surface. Working long irksome hours This is the Second Reading stage. In 
in a pit engenders a feeling of Jassitude, Committee is the time and place to 
indifference, and carelessness, which discuss the application of the measure 
makes aman less ready to detect, to the varying conditions of the country, 
possible sources of danger, whereas a| and if it can be shown that a uniform 
man working a short active day with | application of the Bill is impossible, or that 
all his faculties alert, is much more it would inflict permanent injury on any 
likely to avoid danger and to take pre-_ section of the coal field, I am quite certain 
cautions against it than the other man. that the Federation—for whom I do not 
With regard to the last argument with | pretend to speak officially—will not stand 
which | will deal—the increased cost— in the way of a settlement. I therefore 
it has not been shown that in districts express the hope that whatever diversity 
where the eight hours day obtains it of opinion may rise up in the Committee 
costs more to produce coal than in | stage the House will once again pass the 
districts where longer hours are worked. | Second Reading of this Bill by a greatly 
I would remind the House that in spite, | increased majority. 
of al. the burdens which it has imposed | 
on the coal industry, and in spite of the! (4.38.) CoLone, PILKINGTON (Lanca- 
terrific burden which our system of, shire, Newton) said he rose to oppose the 
mineral royalties imposes on coal, our | Second Reading of the Bill because he 
working collier is stil] the cheapest in believed it was absolutely impossible for 
Europe, and our selling-price of coal is | a limit to be laid down for the necessary 
the lowest of any country in Europe. underground operations in a coal mine. 
We have to go to America where prices | He thought it had been shown that there 
are very much cheaper, to find lower|were various preliminary operations 
prices, but so far as Europe is concerned, | which were not actually connected with 
our country is still the cheapest. The the working of the coal itself. The 
average selling-price last year was 7s. 7d. | miner had to be let down in a cage and 
per ton in Great Britain; in Germany | had to proceed along the underground 
it was 7s. 9}d.; in France 9s. 11$d.,| road to his work, to get his tools to- 
and in Belgium 9s. 114d. Therefore the | gether and then set to work. He had 
British coalmaster has the advantage of | to have time for meals, and after the 
2d. per ton over the competitor nearest second spell of work had to leave his 
to him, and 2s. 4d. per ton over the! place in good order, ready for next day’s 
Belgium coalmaster. It lies ill on the| work. It had been proved by previous 
lips of colliery owners to come to this | speakers that that would take about two 
House, and seek to create a feeling of | hours off the eight. It seemed to him 
fear that this Bill is going to injure | that many people who did not understand 
industry, because it may slightly increase | mining were completely misled in regard 
the cost of production. It will be well | to the particular line of argument used 
within the recollection of the House,’ in favour of what was called a working 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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eight hours day. 
very well that in an engineering shop 
or a mill of any sort where there was an 
eight hours day, when the work people 
got inside they immediately began to 
work, because they all worked together. 
When the dinner hour came they had an 
hour for dinner, and after that they 
worked another four hours, and then 
all went out together. That was in 
places where the workers all worked 
together. The question of Woolwich 
Arsenal had been mentioned, but the 
arsenal, although much larger, was 


exactly the same as a great engineering | 


works or a great factory, where all the 
people came in and went out together. 
He thought it was clear that that prin- 
ciple could not be applied to coal mines. 
A coal owner in Lancashire, Mr. John 
Knowles, of Messrs. Pearson & Knowles, 
Coal and Iron Company, Limited, one of 
the largest coal and iron companies in 
Lancashire wrote to the following effect — 

‘‘In accordance with your request I have 
now pleasure in submitting to you the results 
for the twelve months working ending 
December 3ist, 1901, in one of our pits near 
Wigan. You will see that this pit only worked 
2334 days last year, being an average of 4°48 
days per week, and that it raised during the 
year, 323,202 tons.” 


The hon. Member for the Mansfield 


Division said that two years ago the_ 
miners were working full time in the_ 


summer and short time in the winter, 
but he could say that during 1900, 
the pits were working full time in 
summer and full time in winter, and 
had been working full time for the last 


two years. Therefore the question of 
three days a week completely disappeared 
from the calculation. The letter 
proceeded— 


‘Tt is a modern colliery and averaged over 
1,000 tons per day last year, and it is fitted 
up with the best appliances for meeting its 
requirements. The weight of coal raised from 
six to two, allowing half an hour’s stoppage for 


. breakfast and half an hour for dinner, was 


187,396 tons, equalling 80°32 per cent. of the 


‘get,’ and the weight of coal raised from 2 p.m. | 


to 4.30 p.m. was 45,936 tons for the year 
referred to, representing 19°68 of the ‘ get.’” 


The letter further stated— 


‘‘In an eight hours winding day, and at 
present the men are all down in the pit by six 
o'clock and would begin to come up after 
2 p.m., but if an eight'hour’s bank to bank Bill 
is made law the weight of coal will be further 
reduced by another half hour’s winding per day, 
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making the reduction of our present ‘get’ 
25 per cent. for the year, allowing one half 
hour’s stoppage for meals.” 


Therefore a reduction 
would be inevitable. The custom 
of the men and the custom of the 
collieries had been the same for many 
years. In manyof the pits in Lanca- 
shire all that the men wanted, and the 
employers wished, was that they should 
be left alone to work in the way they 
had always been accustomed to work, 
'and to taketime off as they had been 
accustomed to take it. The men wished 
for no interference ; they got very good 
wages and, generally speaking, they had 
a very fair time. It would be seen that 
25 per cent. of the present output would 
_be lost to the collieries, and as the colliers 
were paid on piece work they must lose 
25 per cent. of their wages. Moreover, 
in additions to the colliers, all the other 
people attending the mine would also lose 
25 per cent. of their wages, and as they 
received far less wages than the colliers, 
a reduction of 25 per cent. would be 
very hard indeed on them. Was the 
House of Commons going to reduce the 
wages of colliers and the people about 
the mines by 25 per cent., or even 
by 15 per cent. or 20 per cent. ? 
Then, again, work in the pits was 
very different from work in a mill or an 
engineering shop. A pit was generally 
scattered over a large area. The under- 
ground roads in some cases ran fora mile, 
and the operations in a pit were carried 
on, not between firm walls, and under a 
slate roof, but between moving walls and 
under a moving roof, which was never 
still, and which sometimes fell. When 
the working day was at an end, how was 
it possible that the mine could be worked 
next day, unless the men cleared up their 
work, timbered it, if there was any 
change, and performed a number of other 
operations. Then again, shot firing was 
a very important thing; and if a man 
for some reason or other had not finished 
his arrangements for firing a shot before 
two o'clock it could not be fired on that 
day at all. Then that man next day 
went to finish his arrangements, which 
occupied perhaps another hour, and he 
had then to leave off, as he could not do 
| anything else that day. 
There were many other difficulties in 
connection with the Bill. It had been 
already stated that its tendency would be 


of 25 per cent. 
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to increase accidents. It was impossible | 
to suppose, that in the hurry andj output per man. 
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Another important element was the 


That was a most 


struggle of trying to do all the necessary | serious question, and would have to be 


operations in eight hours, there could be 
anything else except a very undue de- 
gree of haste, and things would be over- 
looked, because it was out of the power 
of human nature that they could all be 
done in the time. There was another 
point, and that was the elimination of 
men of middle age. It was quite clear 


looked into. The output per man in 
the United Kingdom in 1883 was 333 
tons, but since then it had slowly gone 
down to 296 tons. In the United States 
it had gone up from 421 tons in 1889 
to 490 tons in 1898. That was an enor- 
mous amount over that raised per man 





in the United Kingdom. He did not 


that if there was an eight hours day | want to rush our menat all ; he wanted 
from bank to bank, only young and active | the collieries to be well managed, and 
men would be employed. An employer |the men to do their best to get a 
would want first grade in every respect, | sufficient supply of coal for the country. 
and would employ young men efficient | But the American workman appeared to 
in mind and body to do his work. What | be a very energetic sort of person and 
was to be done with the middle-aged|went at an enormous pace. The 
men and the old men? They had local opponents of this Bill did not want our 
knowledge and wisdom ; they knew the/ men to do more than they could, but 
peculiarities of the mine and where dan- | certainly they did not want such a law 
ger was to be feared, and they were the | as that now proposed which would crush 
only persons who could teach the younger. all prospect of successful cc:npetition. 
hands. If, as he had said, this Bill would| The Bill, if passed, would do a great 
reduce wages, increase accidents, take deal to destroy the efficiency, freedom, 
away the matured wisdom of the elder and comfort of the miners. It would 
men,and cause fewer men to be employed, deal a very heavy blow to our industry. 
what on earth was the good of passing the Coal was the foundation stone of all our 
measure ? industries. Up tothe present we have 
Then there was another phase. | had almost the cheapest coal in the 
Who was to supply the 25 per cent. world, but now America and Germany 
reduction of output? It was well|are over-lapping us and _ increasing 
known that there were two nations— | their output, and if our output was to 
America and Germany —who were | be reduced by 25 per cent. he believed 
thoroughly equipped, ready to take our | the price would go up 25 per cent., and 
place in the world, and to supply the if that happened many of our great 
Mediterranean or France or the East | industries would inevitable have to be 
with coal. At the present time the | silent. Those industries had to compete 
amount of coal raised in the United | with all the world, and during the past 
Kingdom was 225,000,000 tons, in| twenty or twenty-five years the competi- 
Germany 109,000,000, and in America tion had been very severe, but the pros- 


245,000,000. As to price, the price of | 
English coal in 1900 was 10s. 9#d., 
German 8s. 10d., and American 5s. 54d.,_ 
so that American coal was half the price | 
of English. The hon. Member for the 
Rhondda Division made great fun of the 
American competition. How could a 
country like England, raising 225,000,000 | 
tons, make fun of a country raising 


pects of the future were that the com- 
petition would be even greater than 
hitherto. That in itself ought to be 
sufficient to prevent Parliament proceed- 
ing with the Bill. What use was therein 
proceeding with it? Why was it even 
thoughtof ? Werefree-traders to passsuch 
ameasure? In such acase what would 
become of free trade? Had any great 





245,000,000 tons? There was no doubt country, such as America or Germany, 
that a great deal of American coal was | alawofthiskind? There wasalsoanother 
finding its way to the Mediterranean | reason why the House should pause. A 
and France, although the Americans Coal Commission had recently been 
had as much asthey could do to supply | appointed to go into these questions. 
their own markets for the big iron and | One of the terms of the reference was 
steel manufactories, America being at/that it should inquire into where the 
present in a booming state. ‘mining industry of the country under 


Colonel Pilkington. 
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existing conditions was maintaining its 
competitive power with the coal fields of 
other countries. That was a very 
logical and strong reason why the House 
should pause before passing such a Bill. 
If the measure passed, a crushing and 
permanent tax would be imposed on 
every householder in the kingdom. 
Although he had listened to the whole 
of the debate, he had not heard a single 
argument in favour of the Bil', and on 
every ground, for the reasons he had 
stated, he urged the House not to agree 
to the Second Reading. 

*(5.12.) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON 
(Yorkshire, Barnsley): In rising to sup- 
port the Second Reading of this Bill, I 
may say that I represent 10,000 men and 
boys engaged in the coal mines in the 
Barnsley Division of Yorkshire who are 
unanimously in favour of the proposal. 
A good deal has been said in the course 
of the debate against Parliamentary inter- 
ference with the hours of adult labour. 
I venture to submit that the 
occupation of the collier is of that 
arduous and dangerous character which 
justifies legislative interference. Though 
the miners of Northumberland and 
Durham are to a large extent against 
the measure, yet an overwhelming 
majority of the miners throughout the 
United Kingdom are strongly in favour 
of it. But 1 advocate the passing of the 
Bill mainly in the interests of the boys. 
While adult miners in the county of 
Durham only work from six and a half 
to sevenhours from bank to bank, youths 
from thirteen to sixteen years of age 
work ten hours from bank to bank. It 
is perfectly clear that for boys of thirteen, 
fourteen, and fifteen years of age to be 
roused up from their sleep at five o’clock 
in the morning to go down into the pit 


.and remain there for ten hours tends to 


prevent their proper development both 
physically and mentally. I have been 
told that the pit lads of Durham and 
Northumberland are very fine, sturdy 
fellows, but how much better would they 
be if the time down the pit was limited 
to eight hours from bank to bank, allow- 
ing them a little more fresh air and 
sunshine. 

There is also the question of education. 
I would remind the House that under 
the Bill passed in 1899 boys cannot be 


employed in coal mines under thirteen 
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years of age. A boy up to the age of 
thirteen receives a certain amount of 
education in our elementary day schools. 
At thirteen he is sent underground and 
employed in the mines for ten hours a 
day. I ask whether a lad employed ten 
hours a day underground ‘s likely to 
be in a condition after he has finished 
his labours to continue his education 
at evening continuation classes? He 
cannot be either physically or mentally 
in a fit condition, and therefore under 
the conditions that now apply to the coal 
industry thousands of boys forget all that 
they have been taught at the day schools, 
and grow up to be less intelligent and cap- 
able citizens than they otherwise would 
be withshorter hours. We have recently 
had a most striking illustration of the 
necessity of framing our legislation so as 
to maintain a high standard of physique 
amongst the people. During the recruit- 
ing which recently took place for South 
Africa the proportion of rejections in 
various parts of the country was enor- 
mously high, and I believe it is our duty 
to do everything we can, by legislation 
and otherwise, to create a higher stan- 
dard of physique than we have at present 
in the country. The question is how is 
this shortening of the hours which boys 
are employed underground to be brought 
about? There are two methods. In 
the first place, it can be done by Trades 
Union efforts; and in the second place, 
by legislative measures. In my opinion, 
the latter method is more likely to secure 
what is desired. Everyone agrees that 
it is most desirable to reduce the 
hours which boys should be employed 
underground, and the only  differ- 
ence between us is as to whether it 
is practicable to apply the Mines 
(Eight Hours) Bill to the Counties of 
Durham and Northumberland. 


I will endeavour to answer the 
question raised by the hon. Member for 
the Wansbeck Division as to how this Bill 
can be applied. I have madea very careful 
examination of this subject, and after 
receiving a statement prepared for me 
by two mining experts, the result is that 
we are all agreed that it would be prac- 
ticable to apply the Eight Hours Bill to 
Durham collieries. Two shifts of coal 
hewers are at present employed, working 


from 64 to 7 hours per shift bank to 
bank. The datal men, such as deputies, 


T 
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shifters, stone men, waste men, &c., work 
eight hours bank to bank. Therefore, 
practically all adult labour would remain 
unaffected by the passing of the Bill. 
The one question confronting us _there- 
fore is whether in the interests of the 
boys and youths, varying in age, say 
from thirteen to twenty, who are now 
underground ten hours a day from bank 
to bank, arrangements could be made to 
enable the produce of the two shifts of 
hewers—which I would continue as at 
present—being brought to bank in eight 
hours instead of ten hours now occupied. 
The application of the Mines Eight 
Hours Bill would require the system of 
working and appliances to be modified. 
In some cases this might be facilitated— 
(1) by employing 25 per cent. more boys 
for an eight hours shift; (2) by provid- 
ing 25 per cent. more pony haulage or 
mechanical haulage to bring the same 


quantity of coals from the face to the | 


shaft in the shorter time; the motive 
power of electricity might be utilised 
much more extensively underground to 
assist in securing the desired result; (3) 
in some cases more powerful winding 
engines capable of raising a greater 
quantity of coal to the pit top at each 
drawing might be necessary. The fitting 
up of a winding apparatus, however, in 
the second shaft so as to set free the 
large winding engine to the work of 
drawing tcoals only, would render the 
putting down of new winding engines 
unnecessary at many collieries. An in- 
creased number of coal tubs would also 
be required, in order that a larger num- 
ber might be filled, ready for drawing, 
by the hewers before the hours of wind- 
ing began. There must be given liberty 
to managers and men to mutually 
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|arrange times of employment to hours 
/most suitable, so long as the working 
hours do not exceed eight in every 
twenty-four. The Bill should not come 
into operation for eighteen months after 
it is passed, in order that there may be 
sufficient time for remodelling the plant 
above and below ground, to comply with 
with the requirements of the Mines’ 
Eight Hours Bill with the minimum of 
reduction in output and of increase in 
cost. The estimate of two mining 
engineers which I have had made as to 
the effect upon cost that the ; assing of 
this measure would entail, is that the 
cost would be increased probably from 
2d. to 4d. per ton, varying according to. 
the rates of wages payable from time to 
time, and the character of the different 
pits. The universal application, how- 
ever, of this measure is essential in order 
that different districts and collieries may 
conpete on equal terms. 

One thing I would say in conclusion, 
and it is that I am perfectly certain that 
if hon. Members of this House had to go 
underground and earn their daily bread 
in a coal pit, there is not one on either 
side of the House who would not vote 
for this measure. 

(5.28.) Sr THOMAS WRIGHTSON 
(St. Pancras, E.) rose to continue the 
debate. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘“‘ That the 
Question be now put.” 

Question, “‘That the Question be now 
put,” put, and agreed to. 

Question put accordingly, ‘‘That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 207 ; Noes,. 
208. (Division List No. 59.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt Hon. HerbertHenry 
Austin, Sir John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Mr. Joseph Walton. 


Burns, John 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Condon, Thos. Joseph 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randall 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Denny, Colonel 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
| Dunn, Sir William 
| Elibank, Master of 
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Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFraicis H.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Gribble 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,J.Keir (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest I'rederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heider, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hozier,Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, DavidBryn mor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,Sir JohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawrence, J oseph (Monmouth) 
Leese, Sir Joseph F’.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Allsopp. Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt Hn GeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
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Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


| Lundon, W. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeigh, Jeremiah 
M’Crae, George 
M’Govern, T. 
M’Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’ Kenna, Reginald 
M’ Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M’Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Perks, Robert William 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Randles, John 8. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 

NOES. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Ridley,S.Forde(Bethnal Green) 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


' Runciman, Walter 
, Rutherford, John 
| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C R (Northants 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.} 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, EF.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene ‘Clackmannan) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und.-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Woodhouse,Sir J T(Huddersf’d 
Wylie, Alexander 


' Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs—Mr. 
Jacoby and Mr. Pickard. 


Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cohen, Benjamin Lewis 
Collings, Rt Hon. Jesse 
Colom b,SirJ ohn CharlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
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Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Egerton. Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Garfit, William 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir i W( B’ry S Edm’nds 
Halsey, Rt. Hon Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Asnford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W.) 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Hope,J.F.( Sheffield, Brightside) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,Jno.( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohn H. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 


Words added. 
*Mr. CAUSTON 


Adjournment of 


impression 


out of the “ Aye’ Lobby. 


attention to the matter to ask whether 
this point can be raised now or +4 
after looking at the Voting Paper to- 


morrow mo rning. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I can only take the| 


Tellers’ Report. 


Main Question, as amended, put, an 


agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. | 


(Southwark, W.): 
Upon a point of order, Mr. Speaker, I 
should like to ask a question. 
came out of the Lobby I was under the 
that 208 Members came 
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Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky Rt. Hon. WilliamEdw.H. 
Lees, ‘Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Lowther, Rt. Hon.James (Kent) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M’Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh,W 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey, Mainwaring, Hon.W.F. 
Maxwell,Rt Hn SirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J H (Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt. Hon.Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint. Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Co]. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
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) Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
| Renwick, George 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 


| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, L’eut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Sharpe, William Edward T, 


Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith,H C( North’ mb.Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M’Taggart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thoraton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tutnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,.J ohn Cathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C. (Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitmore, Charies Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. \ Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Tomlinson and Mr. 
John Wilson (Durham). 


STANDING COMMITTEE (CHAIRMEN’S 


Sir JAMES 
When I 


I only draw 


PANEL). 
FERGUSSON reported from 


the Chairmen’s Panel: “ That they had 
appointed Sir Thomas Esmonde to act 
as Chairman of the Standing Committee 
for the consideration of Bills relating to 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fish- 
ing), Shipping, and Manufactures.” 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


Second Report brought up, and read; 


d_ to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six 
o'clock. 
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ch indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, ASHTON -UNDER-LYNE AND DUKIN- 
FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA BRIDGE 
&c.) BILL [u.1}. 

Report from the Select Committee, 

That the Committee had not proceeded 

SAT FIRST. with the consideration of the Bill, no 
The Lord Stuart of Castle Stuart | parties having appeared in opposition 

(E. Moray) sat first in Parliament after | thereto; read, and ordered to lie on the 

the death of his brother. | Table. The orders made on the 13th of 

| February and Thursday last discharged, 
and Bill committed. 


Thursday, 6th March, 1902. 





TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Vivian took the Oath. 
aS | TIVERTON MARKET BILL [1.t. ]. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Report from His Majesty’s Attorney 
‘the |General received, and ordered to lie on 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | the Table. 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | WREXHAM DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates BILL [u.1.]. 
from the Examiners that the Standing Committed, The Committee to be 
Orders applicable to the following Bills proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
have not been complied with :— 


| 
CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC | CENTRAL ARGENTINE AND ROSARIO 
TRAMWAYS. RAILWAY BILL [u.1. }. 
| 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- Reported, with Amendments. 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS). 
Also the Certificate that the further TIVERTON MARKET BILL [u..]. 
age Orders applicable to thefollow-, Read 2@ (according to order). 
ing Bill have been complied with. | 


ch indicates revision by the Member. 


| TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 
ROSSENDALE VALLEYS TRAM- BILL [u.1]. 
WAYS [H.L.}. 
The same were ordered to lie upon the | 
> Table. 


: LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH CO AST | 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. | 
Report from the Select Committee, | 
§ That the Committee had not proceeded| LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
: with the consideration of the Bill, the | COAST RAILWAY BILL [u.t.]. 
~ opposition thereto having been with-| ‘ 5 
. drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the | WREXHAM WATER BILL [8.1.}. 


X Table : "The orders made on the 14th of Report from the Committee of Selec- 


; February and a last discharged ; | sion "That the Earl of Eldon be proposed 
pane DME conunitted. to the House as member of the Select 


: 7 .MEN 36 Committee on the said Bills in the place 
s TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 
: BILL [u.t.]. of the Earl of Bradford on and after 


RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT couNctL | Monday next; read, and agreed to. 
TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.} | a 


of a a 


RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.]. 


creel 


YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


Cone merc 


RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [u.1.]. 


| - re ° 
RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [u...]. 
WREXHAM WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


| COMMONS ACT, 1899. 


Report from the Select Committee, Return respecting, laid before the 
That the Committee did not meet to-day | House (pursuant to Order of the 20th 
until One o’clock ; read, and ordered to! of February last), and to be printed. 
lie on the Table. |[No. 25]. 


VOL. CIV. {FourtH SERIE]. vu 
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TRADE REPORTS. 


Annual Series; No. 2746. Portugal. | 


CHURCH ESTATES COMMISSION. 


Fifty-first Report from the Church 
Estates Commissioners, for the year 
preceding 1st March, 1902. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 


Fifty-fourth Report from the Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners for England ; with 
an appendix. 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901 
(COUNTY OF LANCASTER). 

Area, houses, and population; also 
population classified by ages, condition 
as to marriage, occupations, birthplaces, 
and infirmities. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


OF INNKEEPERS 
LL [H.L.] 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, the 
object of this measure, which I introduced 
on behalf of the Hotel and Restaurant 
Protection Society, was to protect inn- 
keepers and others against fraud. I am 
informed that the difficulty which an 
hotel or restaurant proprietor or manager 
finds in protecting himself against fraud 
is that the law compels him to prove 
that the guest who does not pay his 
account incurred the indebtedness with 
the absolute intention of defrauding. 
The section in this Bill would throw the 
onus of proving absence of fraud upon 
the defaulting guest, which is the law in 
America, France, Germany, and all over 
the Continent. I understand, however, 
from the Lord Chancellor that this 
provision is unnecessary, and that he 
intends to oppose the Bill. In these 
circumstances I ask the permission of 
the House to withdraw it. 


PROTECTION 
B 


The LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatssury): I think the noble 
Lord has exercised a very wise discretion 
in withdrawing the measure, which would 
introduce a very dangerous principle 
into the law of this country. If the Bill 
became law the innkeeper would be; 
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compelled to inform his customer that 
unless he paid his bill he would be liable 
to be brought before a Criminal Court. 
This is a little ludicrous, and so far from 
the Bill being an improvement of the 
aw, the measure is of a_ retrograde 
character. What the noble Lord desires 
to deal with is met already by the 
Larceny Act, which makes it a criminal 
offence for anyone to obtain credit under 
the exact circumstances the noble Lord 
has suggested. Only recently a man 
was sentenced to two months hard 
labour for obtaining food for which he 
was unable to pay. The Bill, besides 
being unnecessary, would introduce an 
absolutely new principle into the law of 
the country. 


Bill, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


PLUMBERS REGISTRATION BILL [H.L.] 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3° on Monday 
next. 


BENEFICES (CITY OF LONDON). 

Moved, Fora Return of the benefices in 
the City of London, the values thereof, 
with the name of the incumbent of each 
benefice, and the curates (if any) licensed 
thereto, distinguishing those benefices in 
which no parsonage house exists, and 
those in which the parsonage house is 
not inhabited by the incumbent ; and 
also of all City benefices, distinguishing 
those in which the incumbent is non- 
resident, and those in which he is 
resident, and in the cases where he is 
non-resident the rents received for the 
parsonage house, and in the case of each 
the name or designation of the patron 
or patrons thereto. [Similar to Return 
made in 1872.]|—(The Earl Beauchamp.) 


Lorp BELPER: I have received a 
communication from the Bishop of 
London, who is unfortunately not able 
to be in his place today, stating that 


there will shortly be published a diocesan 


book which will contain very full in- 
formation with regard to the benefices 
in the City of London, and which will 
cover the ground mentioned by the 
noble Earl and render this Return un- 
necessary. But if the noble Earl presses 
his Motion there is no objection to 
granting the Return. 
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far larger circle than a diocesan publica- 
tion, | must, as there is no objection to 
the granting of a Return, press my 
Motion. 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and 
Return ordered to be laid before the 
House. 


THE EDUCATION ACT AND MINUTE 
OF 1901. 

*EarL BEAUCHAMP rose, in accord- 
ance with a notice which he had put on 
the Paper, ‘To call the attention of the 
Lord President of the Council to the 
effects of the Education Act and Minute 
of 1901, and to move for Papers.” He 
expressed his sense of the difficulty of 
addressing the House on this subject, 
because the noble Duke the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council had more than once 
declared that he was wholly unable to 
understand the speeches made on educa- 
tion, whether in that House or outside 
it. It was scarcely necessary to inquire 
whether the noble Duke, when he said 
that, was influenced by recurrent attacks 
of modesty or not; but at any rate it 
suggested that there was urgent need 
for the application of those principles of 
efficiency in the Education Office, and 
even in the higher ranks of that Office, 
which the last Premier desired to write 
upon his clean slate. If in the course of 
his speech he should prove somewhat 
prolix, he hoped it would be ascribed to 
his desire to make one speech in that 
House on education which should be 
intelligent to the noble Duke. The 
reason he asked for Papers on this 
subject was that the Government had 
promised in the King’s Speech to deal 
with the question of education at an 
early opportunity, and as it was not un- 
reasonable to suppose that this Bill 
would proceed on much the same lines 
as the Act of last year, it was only 
natural that they should have some 
figures to tell how the Act and the 
Minute of last July had acted on the 
education of the country before they were 
asked to pass a measure the effect of 
which it was difficult to exaggerate. 
Sir John Gorst, the Vice-President of 
the Council, had stated in another place’ 


that so far the number of evening | 


{6 Marcu 1902} 


*EaRL BEAUCHAMP: In view of the | 
fact that a Public Return would reach a | 
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schools seemed to be greater than in 
1900, when there was a decrease. That 
statement was everywhere received with 
considerable astonishment, because from 
the very beginning of their history, 
with a single trifling exception, the 


‘career of these schools had been one of 


uninterrupted progress. According to 
the figures issued by the Board of 
Education, while in 1899 there were 
2,083 schools open, in 1900 there were 
no less than 2,174, and while the scholars 
in 1899 numbered 201,855, the number 
in 1900 was 206,335. That showed an 
increase in schools in 1900 of 5 per cent. 
and in scholars of 2 per cent. In the 
absence of any official information on 
the effect of the Act and Minute, 
voluntary Returns had been asked for 
from a large number of School Boards ; 
and these sufficed to prove that from 
every part of the country there was 
the same complaint —that the Act 
and Minute had had an_ injurious 
effect on the evening continuation 
schools of the various School Boards. 
In Belper the night schools had dropped 
in consequence of the difficulties created 
by the new regulations. In Blackburn 
certain subjects had been dropped. In 
Barry schools had been closed in conse- 
quence of the restrictions of the Minute. 
In Birkenhead two schools (three depart- 
ments) had been closed, the publication 
of the Minute being an important factor 
in arriving at this decision. In Darwen 
a very successful Voluntary School 
had been dropped. In Crook all 
night schools had been given up in 
consequence of the age limit imposed by 
the Minute. In Rochester all night 
school work had been discontinued, and 
in West Ham the number of evening 
schools under the Board had been 
reduced from sixteen to two. The 
Walsall School Board, which had over 
1,100 pupils in their night schools, had 
not applied to the municipal authority to 
continue the classes, but had allowed all 
the night schools to drop. Similar 
reports had been received from Willesden 
and Rhondda. In Bacup, while there 
had been a diminution in the number of 
pupils, the number enrolled in the 
technical instruction classes remained 
| practically the same, which showed that 
‘the scholars who had been driven out of 
the evening continuation schools of the 


U2 
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School Board had not been able to find , 
accommodation in the other schools 
provided under the Act. The number of 
pupils in Birmingham had dropped from 
8,236 to 4,882, due partly to the fact 
that an entrance fee was now charged. 
In Bolton two evening schools had been 
closed, and the Clerk of the Board had 
stated that he did not think the pupils 
had been accommodated by other 
agencies. In Oldham the number of 
pup.ls up to October had decreased by 
1,100, as compared with the previous year, 
but the technical instruction classes had 


only increased by 100, which was the aver- | 


age normal yearly increase. In Portsmouth 
the number of pupils enrolled had fallen 
off to the extent of over 50 per cent., 
but they had not been accommodated by 
other agencies; and, although all the 
night schools in Rochester had been 
discontinued, only a few pupils had gone 
to the classes under the Technical 
Instruction Committees. In Sheffield 
the number of pupils had decreased by 
over 1,000, and the School Board had 
stated that they had no reason to 
suppose that their late pupils had been 
accommodated elsewhere. In South- 
ampton the decrease in the number of 
pupils had been attributed to the delay of 
the Municipal Council in giving its 
decision ; and the decrease in Southend- 
on-Sea had been declared to be 
principally due to the exclusion of day 
scholars. The report from Wolver- 
hampton was to the effect that the 
diminution in the number of students 
was doubtless due to the uncertainty 
whieh existed at the commencement of 
the Session as to the re-establishment 
of the evening schools. The School Board 
added that it was very improbable 
that the class of students who attended 
their evening schools would be at all 
likely to attend the technical school. He 
hoped these instances would suffice to 
show the injurious effect which the Act 
and Minute had had on the evening con- 
tinuation schools of the various School 
Boards. The Return in regard to London 
showed that the number of departments 
had been reduced from 395 in 1900 to 
386 in 1901, and the number on the 


books from 90,775 in October, 1900, to | 


82,677 in October, 1901. 
He urged the desirability of making 
the Returns furnished by the Education 


Earl Beauchamp 
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Department a little more intelligible and 
practical, In the average attendance 
returns the total number of hours 
attended by the scholars was divided by 
the total number of hours that the school 
was open, with ridiculous results. No 
consideration was given under such 
figures to the subjects taught or the 
number of times that scholars were 
expected to attend. One result of the 
Act and Minute was that there was a 
kind of neutral zone which the School 
Boards were forbidden to enter, while 
the other bodies, such as the Technical 
Instruction Committees of the counties 
and county boroughs, were unable and 
unprepared to enter it. Possibly it was 
some satisfaction to the cynics on the 
other side to reflect that by one Act the 
Government were able to make two 
popularly elected bodies neutralise each 
other in regard to their work. What 
was the Government prepared to do in 
the future? They had promised legisla- 
tion before, and nothing had happened. 
He urged the noble Duke to make some 
official statement in order that work 
might be started as soon as_ possible. 
The noble Duke, he noticed, very carefully 
avoided saying what would be the policy 
of the Education Department. The 
noble Duke had only twice been in a 
building connected with a School Board 
—at Sheffield and at Manchester—and 
when he did go he devoted the first half 
of his speech to the expression of his 
surprise at finding himself, as Lord 
President of the Council, in charge of 
education, of his incapacity, owing to his 
previous training, to undertake the 
duties, and of his incapacity to under- 
stand the speeches made on the subject. 
Naturally very little time was then left 
for dealing with the policy of the Govern- 
ment. 

They tried to repair the noble Duke's 
omissions by studying what was said by 
Sir John Gorst, and they found that at 
one time, speaking of some of the classes 
of the School Board, he said that the 
education they were spreading among 
the people was cheap and shoddy, whi e 
at another time he said it would be a 
most unfortunate thing if the work of 
the School Boards in connection with 
| their schools and classes was in any way 

interfered with. With which of those 
| sentiments was the noble Duke in 
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harmony? It was impossible for him to | 
be in harmony with both. He thought 
the country owed a debt of gratitude to | 
the county councils and borough councils, 

to whom the supervision of so much of 

the work of evening continuation schools | 
was confided by the noble Duke, because 

they had left the matter severely alone. 

They had realised that they were incom- 

petent for this work, that they were 

elected for quite other purposes, that | 
they had other business to do, and that 

it was far better to leave it in the hands 

of the School Boards, who had carried it 

out with so much success in the past. 

He ventured to suggest to the noble | 
Duke that, this being so, his legislation 

of last session could scarcely be described 

as a brilliant success, or as indicating the 

lines on which the future development of 

the educational organisations of the 

country should be allowed to continue. 

He thought he was justified in asking 

that Papers might be presented to the 

House showing how the work had pro- 

ceeded during the past session, and that 

this should be done before the Education 

Bill was brought in, so that they might 

have some time to consider the way in 

which the Act had been administered. 


Moved. ‘‘ That there be laid before the 
House, Papers relating to the Education 
Act and Minute of 1901.”—(The Earl 
Beauchamp.) 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DevonsuiRe) : 
The noble Earl at the beginning of his 
observations expressed the hope that he 
would be able to address to me at least 
one speech upon the subject of education 
which I should be able to understand. 
I am not quite certain, although I think 
Iwas able to follow a considerable portion 
of his arguments, that he has entirely 
succeeded in that ambitious attempt. 
The noble Earl can scarcely expect that 
I should follow him into a detailed 
examination of the great number of 
eases he referred to, and in regard to 
which I understood him to allege that 
the evening continuation schools had | 
been prejudicially affected by the Act of. 
last year and by the Minute of July last. | 
The noble Earl, has been, I think, some- | 
what premature in drawing attention to 
this subject, because it is impossible to| 
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appreciate what the result has been until 


the close of the session of 1901-02, and 


until we have much clearer information 
than is at present in our possession as 
to the working of the evening schools 
during that session. I understood the 
general allegation of the noble Earl to be 
that the action taken by the Government 
last year in consequence of the decision 
of the Courts had been of a disastrous 
character to many evening schools. That, 
at all events, is an assertion which it is 
impossible at present to prove. It is 
perfectly true, as the noble Earl has 
stated, that up to a certain period—up 
to two years ago—there had been a con- 
siderable increase all over the country in 
the number of evening schools. That 
increase, however, was not necessarily 
entirely an increase in the evening schools 
managed by School Boards. All schools 
which are heldin School Board buildings 
are classed in the returns presented by 
the Board of Education as Board schools, 
but that is not by any means the fact. 
A large number of evening schools held 
in Board schools are managed and 
financed by Technical Education Com- 
mittees, and have nothing to do with 
School Boards at all. It is impossible, 
therefore, for any one to assert with 
confidence that the increase which had 
taken place during a long series of years 
up to the year 1899-1900 had necessarily 
been an increase of schools conducted by 
School Boards. Whatever it was, that 
increase had reached its limit in the year 
1899-1900. In the following year—the 
returns are not yet before Parliament, 
but they are in the possession of the 
Education Department—a small decrease 
had already taken place. But that 
decrease could not in any way be due to 
the Minute, as it had, apparently, begun 
before the Minute came into effect. 
Therefore, even if it were the case that a 
further decrease in the evening schools 
had taken place in the present session of 
1901-02, it does not by any means follow 
that it was due to the action of the 
Minute, because the decrease had com- 
menced before the time when the Minute 
could have had any effect upon them. 
But, so far as we can ascertain, no such 
decrease has taken place in the present 
session. So far from that being the case, 
the total number of evening schools is, 
we believe, considerably in excess of that 
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increase, we have also reason to believe, 
has taken place where it was most 
desirable it should take place—namely, in 
the counties where the evening schools 
are the only means for continuative 
education of this kind. 

It is urged that although there may 
have been an increase in the number of 
evening schools, there has been a con- 
siderable decrease in the number of 
students. Until the close of the present 
session, and until accurate statistics are 
obtained, it is impossible to make any 
accurate statement on that subject. 
The noble Earl has referred to cer- 
tain Returns of a voluntary character 
obtained in answer to a circular which 
was issued, I believe, with the avowed 
intention of getting up an agitation 
against the Minute. The circular was 
addressed to School Boards, and it made 
no reference whatever to the very large 
number of schools which are not con- 
ducted by School Boards at all, but are 
conducted either by voluntary agencies 
or by county committees. Out of 400 
School Boards which, I believe, were 
addressed, 132 answers only were re- 
ceived. The Return, therefore. covers 
only a fractional part of the country, 
and any general conclusions which are 
attempted to be produced from it are 
absolutely misleading and fallacious. For 
instance, in the use which has been made 
of this Return, it is attempted to show 
that, where a diminution of schools or of 
enrolments has taken place, that dimin- 
ution was due to the Minute of last year. 
But, if the Return is carefully examined, 
it will be seen that that is by no means 
the case, but that. in many instances 
where evening schools had been closed, 
it was not in consequence of the Minute, 
but in pursuance o: a decision which had 
been arrived at in the previous year in 
consequence of the unsatisfactory char- 
acter of the attendance in those schools. 
The Board of Education are of opinion 
that it is far more desirable that a smaller 
number of scholars should attend these 


school» and go through methodically a 


useful and efficient course of instruction, 
than that a larger number should be 
enrolled and not stay long enough to 
obtain the benefit of such instruction. 


Whatever may be the nature of the | 
educational work by the students, and 


proposals to be made this year, the new 
The Duke of Devonshire. 
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operation before the end of March, 1903. 
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Therefore it is evident that the work of 
the winter session must go forward 
under the previously existing conditions. 
The Board of Education will take an 
early opportunity of giving to those 
engaged in this work the necessary 
assurances that for the, ensuing session 
their position and their powers will 
remain substantially unaltered. It is 
also our intention to issue, at a very early 
date, not a new Minute, but a Paper 
which will embody the Minute of last 
year and those provisions of the Board 
of Education Directory which are ap- 
plicab’e to the case of School Boards. 
There is no reason to suppose that any 
diminution has taken place in the actual 
work of the evening schools throughout 
the country. But even if it were the 
fact that there had been a diminution, 
either in the schools or in the number 
on the rolls, that does not seem to me to 
be the real question. The question is 
whether the regulations issued last year 
were, or were not, educationally sound, 
Those regulations were intended to give 
effect to the principle which the Courts 
of Law asserted to be the principle of 
the Education Act—that the continu- 


_ative education given in these schools 


belonged to the sphere of secondary 
education, and therefore ought not to be 
provided or controlled by bodies elected 
for the management of elementary edu- 
cation, and that the cost of it ought not 
to be defrayed out of the rates. We 
believe that the intentions of the Govern- 
ment in issuing this Minute are being 
satisfactorily fulfilled. Careful inquiries 
have been made in a large number of the 
administrative counties, and, so far as 
the information at present available can 
be judged, the results have been found 
most satisfactory. As regards London 
and the county boroughs, where the 
evening schools have very largely been 
under the control of and managed by 
School Boards, the Board of Education 
feel confident that, whatever may be the 
effect of the Minute upon the mere 
number of students on the rolls, as com- 
pared with those of the previous year, 
this is no criterion to go upon. The 
object of the Minute was to encourage 
as far as possible solid and continuous 
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to discourage the practice of making a| 
large number of irregular attendances in | 
a great number of ill-assorted and ua. | 
connected subjects. What the Govern-| 
ment have had in view in their| 
reorganisation of evening classes is the | 
prevention of waste and overlapping, | 
and the recognition of quality rather 
than quantity in all their educational | 
output. It would be premature alto- 
gether to estimate the whole educational | 
effect of the changes of last year, or to 
present any useful Return until the 
Government have much more informa- | 
tion respecting the work now being 
done than we possess at the present | 
moment. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR (CONTRACTS 
FOR WINES AND SPIRITS). 

Ear CARRINGTON: My Lords, I 
rise to move for a Return of all contracts 
entered into by, or on behalf of, the War 
Office for the supply of wines and spirits 
for the use of British troops in South 
Africa, showing in each the names of the 
contractors, with the prices and origin of 
the stores contracted for. I may say that 
“origin ” is a trade word, and means the 
stores, bond, or wholesale house from 
which the wines and spirits were taken. 
I make no apology to the House for again 
bringing forward the subject of contracts, 
in which a great deal of interest is taken 
throughout the country; and I am also 
pleased to see, from the state of the 
Benches opposite, that the subject is 
not without some interest to your Lord- 
ships. I would remind the House that , 
on February 20th, the Marquess of 
Lansdowne, speaking on the first meat 
contract, said— 

“The question was not whether the Cold 
Storage Company had put a large sum of money 
into their pockets, but whether the contract 
entered into with them, on the part of the 
Government, was or was not the best that 
could be made under the circumstances.” 

The contracts for wines and spirit:— 
hospital comforts for the troops—amount | 
to a total of hundreds of thousands of 
pounds, perhaps to a total of a million 
sterling, and there has been consider- | 
able doubt as to the manner in which | 
they have been entered into and carried | 
out. I feel perfectly certain that no one 
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would grudge any expenditure that was 
necessary to send the best of hospital 
comforts to our brave soldiers at the 
front. The opinion of the trade is well 
expressed in the circular of Messrs. 
Southard & Co., whose principal is one 
of the leading auctioneers in the wine 
and spirit trade in the city of London. 
In their trade circular of February 19th, 
this year, they say— 

‘* While on the subject of legislation, we hope 
tnat when the question of contracts is discussed 
in the House, the question of Government 
contracts for wine and spirits will also be 
inquired into, for anything more unbusiness- 
like than the present way of granting these 
contracts can scarcely be conceived.” 

The principal wine and spirits sent out 
to South Africa were brandy, cham- 
pagne, claret, and port; and to save 
time I will give only one example of 
how the contracts were entered into. 


| There was a tender in February, 1901, 


for seventy-five -pipes of port in pint 
bottles. That means 102,600 pint 
bottles of port. Samples were to be 


‘sent in on February 20th, 1901, and 


one of the conditions of the contract 
was that a third of the parcel— 
34,200 bottles—should be de‘ivered 
during the month of February, another 
third in the month of March, and 
another third in the month of April. 
As the samples were not delivered till 
February 20th, it was impossible to 
deliver one-third of the parcel in Febru 
ary, according to the contracts, for it 
takes considerably more than eight days 
to get wine bright and to obtain Govern- 
ment bottles, corks. labels, and cases. 
Moreover, the War Office insist on wine 
being sent in in cases of ten bottles each. 
A dozen case costs 10d. in England and 
od. abroad, whereas the cost of a ten- 
bottle case is 2s.in England and 4s. on 
the other side, so that on wine packed 
in Bordeaux there would be a loss 
of 3s. 4d. a case. Holders of wine 
lying in Oporto were also invited to 
tender for these seventy-five pipes of 
port, and as the time was short they 
were invited to send their samples by 
parcel post! Between England and 
Oporto there are three frontiers, and it 


| would have been absolutely impossible to 


get the samples under a week ; yet one- 
third of the parcel was to be delivered 
on the eighth day. And, again, there is 
tremendous risk in sending wine from 
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Oporto except at the proper season. | 
Ridley’s Circular, quite a leading publica- | 


tion in the wine trade, says :— 


‘*These may be details, but they show that | 
amateurs, so to speak, are dealing with business | 
which they do not understand.” | 


And Mr. Southard states :— | 

‘“‘ Anything more unbusinesslike can hardly | 
be conceived.” 

I now come to the selection of the wine. 
The Government wine-taster, when the 
war broke out, was a Mr. Gordon Mills, 
a member of the firm of Messrs. Robin- | 
son & Co., of 20, Mark Lane. He was 
also in business himself, and was bottler 
to Messrs. Cockburn, who hold a European 
reputation as port wine shippers. The 
spirit-taster was a Mr. Robinson, of 
Messrs. Trower & Sons, 39, St. Mary-at- 
Hill. Recognising his disability as being 
connected with one of the largest firms 
of shippers, Mr. Mills, greatly to his 
credit, gave up his appointment. There- 
upon Mr. Robinson was made wine-taster 
as well, although the War Office knew 
he belonged to a large firm of port 
shippers who were also agents for 
brandy, rum, whisky, sherry, and claret, 
and agents for Messrs. Eschenauer & C 
who had secured a large Government 
contract. In August, 1901, Mr. Robin- 
son was replaced by Mr. Godselle, of 81, 
Great Tower Street, who is agent for a 
claret house, and is, I am told, connected 
with other wine businesses. I beg dis- 
tinctly to state that I do not wish to 
make any imputation on any one of 
these gentlemen, but I do say—and [think 
I shall be supported by the noble Lord 
behind me—that any one employed in 
this capacity by the Government ought 
to be a well paid official and entirely 
independent of and absolutely uncon- 
nected with any houses having business 
relations with the War Office or any 
other Government Department. [| 
desire to say a few words with regard to 
the procedure in connection with the 
tasting. The bottles are covered with 
bags before being placed before the 
taster, so as to be all alike. The glasses 
are numbered, and when the tasting is 
over three selected samples are placed on 
the table. The taster then leaves, and 
the trade are very interested to know 
which of the samples is recommended and 
by whom, and how mistakes are guarded 


Earl Carrington. 
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against, so that it is absolutely certain 
that the selected firm gets the contract, 
With regard to the selection of firms to 


‘tender, I should like to know—for this is 


a question which greatly concerns and 
puzzles the trade—by whom and how the 
selection is made. Most people would 
think that the proper thing to do would 
be to purchase first hand, and not from 
retailers) The Government had, an 
enormous selected list, so large, indeed, 
that some of the principal shippers who 
sent in tenders had been told that their 
applications could not be considered. I 
should like to know by whom these firms 
are selected. That is a mystery which 
requires to be cleared up. I am told 
that some of the tenderers on the list 
had very small stocks indeed, smaller 
even than those kept at Chatsworth, 
Knowsley, or at Lord Londonderry’s, 
and that they had to get their samples 
from the wholesale houses, possibly from 
the houses who had been refused the 
opportunity of tendering themselves. 
There are a great many ugly rumours 
about which are openly spoken of in 
the street and on ‘Change, though when 
asked to come forward and confirm them 
people say they would rather not. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of 
SALISBURY) : Hear, hear! 


EarL CARRINGTON: You may 
know a thing to be absolutely true and 
yet not be able to prove it. If it is a fact, 
as I believe it is, that a certain amount 
of inferior spirits has been supplied, and 
that the tip-top price has been paid for 
it by the Government, who desire to send 
the best stimulants to our wounded 
soldiers, I do not hesitate to say it is a 
national dishonour. The charge ought 


to be proved or disproved, and the only 


way of getting at the truth is by the 
adoption of my Motion. A Commission 
has been asked for to inquire into the 
questions of remounts, meat, and trans- 
port, but this request has been refused, 
and we have been told that we must be 
content to wait till the feelings of public 
indignation have entirely evaporated. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
That reason was never given. 
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EarL CARRINGTON: I am quoting | 
from the speech of the noble Marquess. 
If the Prime Minister will refer to his 
speech he will find that those are his 
exact words. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
What I said was that the reason noble 
Lords opposite desired that we should 
concur was that we might have an 
inquiry while the indignation existed, 
because that would serve the purpose of 
noble Lords opposite. 


Eart CARRINGTON: I am _ very 
much obliged to the noble Marquess. That 
is what we directly challenge. The word 
“jndignation ” has never been used on 
this side of the House. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
think it was used by Lord Tweedmouth. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I beg the 
noble Marquess’s pardon. I did not use 
the word. 


Ear~t CARRINGTON: The word used 
by Lord Crewe was “ uneasiness.” So 
far as I remember, the word “ indigna‘ 
tion” was not used on this side of the 
House. Another reason for refusing 
an inquiry was that it would dislocate aud 
paralyse all business in public offices. On 
that point I do not profess to be qualified 
to speak, but I see behind me Lord 
Welby, who has been intimately connected 
with the Civil Service for a great many 
years, and | hope be will be able to say 
a word on that subject. I would remind 
the House that the American Civil War 
Congress appointed such a Committee, 
which dida vast deal of good. The third 
reason why the inquiry asked for was 
refused was that it would last ten years. 
I respectfully submit that my Motion 
has none of these objections. All the 
arrangements could be made and the 
evidence produced bv civilians in London, 
and you would not have to recall a single 
soldier from South Africa. If there is 
nothing to conceal, why not grant my 
request ? 


Moved, “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for a return of all 
contracts entered into by, or on behalf of, 
the War Office for the supply of wines 
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and spirits for the use of British troops 
in South Africa, showing in each the 
names of the contractors, with the 
prices and origin of the stores contracted 
for.” —(The Earl Carringtons) 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE FOR WAR (Lord Raauan) : My 
Lords, within the last twenty-four hours 
the noble Earl has altered the terms of his 
original Motion, which was an _ extra- 
ordinarily wideone. Inthe original Motion 
he asked for a Return of all the wines 
and spirits supplied to His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment since the commencement of the 
war. That would not only havetaken in the 
War Office, but also the Admiralty, the 
Colonial Office, and the Foreign Office ; 
and I was not at all certain whether it 
would not have applied to the private 
wine bills of the members of Government. 
However, the noble Earl has altered the 
wording of the Motion, and he now asks 
fora Return of all contracts entered into 
by, or on behalf o, the War Office for 
the supply of wines and spirits for the 
use of British troops in South Africa. 
The noble Earl has asked me several 
questions with regard tothe manner in 
which the testing of the wineis done. I 
regret to say that the Under Secretary 
for War is not a member of the Tasting 
Committee of the War Office, and there- 
foreI am afraid I cannot give the noble 
Earl any information as to exactly how 
the glasses are marked, whether they are 
labelled 1,2, and 3, or A, B,and C. But 
I do not think that is very important so 
long as care is taken that there is no 
possible way in which the taster can dis- 
cover to whom the wine belongs. The 
noble Earl made a great point of the fact 
that the tasters employed by the Govern- 
ment had been at different times, or were 
at the time, connected with the various 
firms in the wine and spirit trade. I do 
not think it would be possible to find 
any competent taster who is not, or has 
not been, connected in some way with 
the wine and spirit trade. I do not 
think it would be wise to make 
any alteration in that direction. 

As to the question of prices, I regret 
to have to repeat what I have already 
said on that subject. I am not a great 
orator, as, no doubt, your Lordships 
are aware, and it is a matter of extreme 
difficulty to me to deliver several 
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speeches on the same subject; and, in 
the circumstances, I do not think your 
Lordships can look for anything fresh. 
I have before pointed out that the 
Government have in their decision not 
to publish prices the support not only 
of the immemorial custom of public 
departments, but of the great com- 
mercial bodies qualified to speak in the 
name of business men. We believe that 
the publication of the prices would 
inevitably tend to increase the price 
of every article purchased by the 
Government, and the best contractors 
have the greatest possible objection to 
tendering when their tenders may be, 
at a moment's notice, laid open for 
the inspection of their trade rivals. 
Moreover, the immediate effect of pub- 
lishing prices is that the maximum 
price of an article becomes the minimum 
price. In buying a large quantity of 
different articles you cannot get them 
at the same prices, and if one firm 
discovers that another is getting a 
higher price from the Government for 
a certain article, that firm will immedi- 
ately put up its price to the highest 
figure. I do not suppose the noble 
Earl conducts his own private business 
on these lines. The publication of these 
prices would inevitably enable sellers to 
form a ring against the buyer, and the 
Government is in a different position 
from another buyer, because it is obliged 
to buy when it wants a thing, and can- 
not wait for a favourable turn in the 
market. 

With regard to the question of 
wine, | would venture to point out 
to the noble Earl that price is absolutely 
no guide whatever. I have myself 
drank wine costing a very high price 
which was extremely moderate in quality, 
and I have tasted cheap wine which was 
very good. The dearness or cheapness 
of wine has nothing whatever to do 
with its quality. I honestly think that 
the only way in which your Lordships 
would be able to judge whether or not 
the price paid was justified by the 
excellence of the wine received, would 
be by placing samples on the Table. 
Noble Lords opposite refuse to recognise 
the tremendous pressure at which the 
War Office is working, and seem to 
imagine that the preparation of this 
Return would throw very little extra 


Lord Raglan. 
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| work on the staff. I was not brought 


up with a very great affection for the 
War Office, but since I have been inside 
that Department I have been struck by 
the great amount of work which has 
had to be done, and the long hours 
which it has been necessary for the 
officials to put in, in order to cope with 
it. I deprecate placing on the already 
overburdened shoulders of the War 
Office Staff the extra load which would 
be imposed by the Return asked for by 
the noble Earl, and I hope that he will 
not press his Motion. The whole point 
seems to me to be, has the supply of 
medical comforts to sick and wounded 
in hospital been good and constant ? 
We believe it has, that the sick have 
been properly supplied, and that the 
wines an spirits have been secured at 
reasonable prices. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary has 
made the rather surprising statement 
that price was no guide at all as to 
quality. I should have thought that 
price was a very considerable guide. 
With regard to publishing the prices, 
I should like to know whether he had 
consulted the Wine Trade in the matter. 
Apparently the noble Earl, who has 
brought this question forward, has con- 
sulted them, and they are anxious that 
the prices should be published. The 
noble Lord said it would be impossible to 
havea wine taster who was not connected 
with awine firm. Though that may be, 
he need not be a man connected with a 
particular wine firm which is tendering 
to the War Office. It seems to me that 
it would have been perfectly possible for 
the War Office to have got a taster who 
was entirely unconnected with any of 
the firms whotendered. The noble Lord, 
at the conclusion of his speech, said the 
point was whether the medical comforts 
were good or bad. There is some 
evidence on this point in the Report of 
the Hospitals Commission. Colonel 
Richardson, the Deputy Adjutant-General 
for Supplies and Transports, was called 
before the Commission, and he stated— 
I am quoting from page 182 of the 
Evidence— 


“On April 3, 1960, the port wine, whisky, 
and arrowroot supplied by the War Office was 
condemned by the medical authorities.” 
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The War Office replied that in the 


opinion of the experts—experts who, we 
now know, were sometimes connected 
with the firms tendering— 
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reasonable point to take up. It may be 
very advantageous that at ordinary 
times wines should be delivered for the 


_use of the troops in cases of ten bottles. 


On the other hand, if you want that 


Tue Marqugsss or SALISBURY: | 


How do you know that ? 


wine in a great hurry, it may be 
desirable to dispense with that condition. 


|When I was at the War Office during 


LorD MONKSWELL: The noble 
Earl has given one instance of an expert | 
who was interested in firms tendering. 
The War Office replied that, in the 
opinion of the experts, the port wine and 
whisky, were of excellent quality. There 
being this conflict of testimony, Sir F. 
Walker, the General Officer commanding 
at Cape Town, was appealed to, and the 
fact that he, after tasting the wine and 
whisky, considered them of good quality, 
was accepted as ample evidence that they 
were al! right. It appears to me that, 
after the condemnation by the medical 
authorities of the wine and whisky sup- 
plied by the War Office, the matter 
ought to have been inquired into. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I desire to 
say one word, and one word only, with 
regard to the position in which your 
Lordship’s House is placed by these con- 
stantly renewed inquiries from the 
Front Bench opposite. Your Lordships 
decided the other evening, after a pro- 
tracted and close debate, that the 
investigation of these matters should not 
take place at the present time. I do 
think, my Lords, that we have a right to 
protest against attempts to ignore that 
decision, and to transfer to the floor of 
this House a minute examination of 
questions of detail which can be properly 
dealt with only when that inquiry is 
held. The noble Earl, who introduced 
this subject, displayed an extraordinary, 
and, I think I might almost say, be- 
wildering acquaintance with the minutiz 
of the wine trade. How is it possible 


for your Lordships, who have not 
had the same opportunities that 
the noble LEarl has enjoyed of 


studying these questions, to follow him 
into all these details ! The noble Earl 
complained, for example, that the 
Government orders had been for wine 
in cases of ten instead of 12 bottles. If 
that is so, it seems to mea perfectly 


the earlier stages of the war we con- 
stantly found it necessary to give up 
what Is called the sealed pattern, and to 
be content with something else which 
could be more readily and more expe- 
ditiously procured in the market. But 
surely that is not a matter your Lord- 
ships can pass judgment on tonight. 
Nor can we undertake to say whether 
the gentleman or gentlemen employed to 
taste the wine was or were in all respects 
the most competent to decide the 
question of the merits of these different 
beverages. I think however that, if you 
lay it down as arule that your expert is to 
be a person wholly unconnected with the 
wine trade, you will find that he is not 
an expert at all, and you will be taken 
to task for relying upon the judgment 
of an amateur. Then, again, we have 
such cases as those cited by the noble 
Lord who spoke last, where in South 
Africa certain medical comforts were 
condemned by the medical authorities ; 
but what is there to show that those 
stores were not of an excellent descrip- 
tion when they left this country ? They 
had travelled about South Africa, and 
might have suffered frum the journey 
and theclimate. Those are points which 
it is impossible for us to deal with in this 
House. With regard to the question of 
the publication of prices, I ventured the 
other evening to remind your Lordships 
that this matter had been very thoroughly 
gone into some years ago, in, I think, the 
year 1888, and that it was then decided 
that it was undesirable in the public 
interest to make known these tenders, 
not upon the advice of one or two 
isolated authorities, but upon the advice 
of an immense number of the larger 
houses that were consulted, and of the 
Chambers of Commerce, to which this 
point was specially referred by the 
Directors of Army and Navy Contracts. 
I humbly submit to your Lordships that 
we should accept the decision arrived at 
by the House the other evening, and 
abandon the wholly futile attempt to deal 
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with these small matters of detail by 
discussion across the Table. 


South African 


THe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: My 


Lords, I rise to protest against the state- 
ment which has just been made by the 
noble Marquess. I very much regret 
that the proposal of Lord Tweedmouth 
was couched in such general language 
as to afford an argument, when that 
proposal had been disposed of, that we 
were to be precluded from any further 
discussion with reference to these matters. 
The noble Earl, the Chairman of Com- 
mittees, speaking the other evening with 
a singular absence of judicial spirit, but 
with an exuberance of judicial manner, 
imputed that we on this side of the 
House were guided in this matter by 
Party spirit. I emphatically protest 
against that imputation. But if this is 
to be turned into a Party matter, there 
is no more efficacious way of doing so 
than to adopt the policy of the noble 
Marquess opposite, and, by means of a 
decision arrived at in respect of one 
matter, to rule out any further inquiry 
into these subjects. I do not say that 
this question, in itself, is one of enormous 
importance; but, having regard to the 
fact that there exists, as my noble friend 
has stated, among men of all political 
opinions and of all classes, a feeling that 
there has been a great waste and leakage 
of public money in respect of War Office 
contracts and other matters, I think it 
would be a great misfortune if some 
means were not found of investigating 
the question. I think the Government 
might give an assurance that they would 
be prepared to meet some of the respon- 
sible members of the Opposition, and 
look into these things together. The 
inquiry could be a confidential one, but, 
at any rate, the country would then 
know that the matters had been looked 
into. It is no satisfaction to be told 
that there is to be an inquiry after the 
war is over. We have been blamed for 
desiring to have an inquiry while the 
feeling in the country is hot and strong 
on this matter. We do not want to do 
any injustice, but if you are to have 
this matter properly attended to in the 
country, it must be taken up when the 
feeling in the country is hot and strong. 
If my noble friend divides the House 
I shall support him. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


But I hope the 
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|Government will see their way to meet 
|the views of those on this side of the 
House by proposing some means by 
which these matters can be investigated 
_by public men, irrespective of Party, and 
in that way assure the public that these 
great sums are not being wasted and 
misspent. 


Lorp WELBY: My Lords, although 
I would not assume or pretend to voice 
the feeling of the Civil Service on such a 
question, yet, as I have been referred to 
by the noble Earl, I may, perhaps, give 
the House my opinion after forty years 
experience in the Service. I understand 
the argument to be against adding to 
the work already performed by the War 
Office officials, but I would venture to 
point out that there is something which 
comes before the convenience of the Staff 
—namely, the reputation of the public 
service. My experience has, | am 
happy to say, left in my mind a con- 
viction of the uprightness and purity of 
the Civil Service. But where such 
immense sums of money are entrusted 
to public servants, there are always some 
opportunities and temptations, which 
may sometimes lead to individuals for- 
getting their duty. The only pre- 
ventative of that evil is vigilance on 
the part of heads of Departments, 
and, more especially, on the part of 
His Majesty’s Ministers. If the know- 
ledge gets abroad throughout the 
service that His Majesty’s Ministers do 
not shrink from investigating any sus- 
picious circumstance or any doubtful 
question, and that they are not afraid of 
probing them to the bottom, I think that 
knowledge will prevent evils of this kind 
occurring. My experience is that, when 
any doubtful question arises, the best 
civil servants would, without exception, 
desire that it should be probed in the 
interests of the public service. There is 
throughout the Civil Service a fine feeling 
of esprit de corps, and where that feeling 
exists there is considerable danger of an 
objection to publicity in fear that it 
would cloud the reputation of a great 
service ; but I think it is the duty of His 
Majesty’s Ministers to take care that 
such a tendency —not an unnatural 
tendency—should not lead to evils much 
greater than those which attend the post- 
ponement of inquiry. There is no 
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question but that there are rumours 
about—I hope and trust that they are 
unfounded or exaggerated—but, how- 
ever that may be, I believe the only way 
of meeting them is to pay some attention 
to the criticisms that are made in this 
and the other House of Parliament, and 
to bring the question to a conclusion by 
investigation. 

My Lords, I confess that I was dis- 
appointed with the speeches of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty and the Chairman 
of Committees the other night. It 
appeared to me that they hardly realised 
their public duty when they wished to 
postpone inquiry until the end of the 
war. I am afraid that members of His 
Majesty’s Government are not quite so 
stalwart and bold as were their pre- 
decessors in 1854 and 1855. I recollect 
that when the Crimean war was at its 
height the War Office was being re- 
organised. The whole frame of that 
Department was put into the melting pot 
at that time. I remember, also, that the 
Government of Lord Palmerston, when 
they were subjected to the severest 
criticism, were able to send out two men 
to investigate charges of mismanagement 
in the Crimea. Throughout that time 
the Government did not rely upon the 
plea that the officials were not to be 
called upon to answer or investigate these 
charges. Here, again, I would point out 
the danger of postponing inquiry. The 
Report of these two gentlemen was sub- 
mitted to a Board of Officers at Chelsea, 
who issued their Report immediately after 
peace had been declared ; and it may be 
in the recollection of your Lordships that 
that Report whitewashed all the officers 
concerned, and that the country was so 
contented at the conclusion of the war 
that the whitewashing was allowed to 
pass. Towards the close of the Crimean 
war a question of fraud arose in con- 
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nection with the purchase of mules in 
the East, and my recollection is that the 
Government lost no time in sending out 
a high financial officer to inquire into the 
charge. This resulted in the establish- 
ment of the fact that there had been 
very considerable mismanagement and 
very great losses of public money from 
the transaction. The plea that the time 
of Government officials could not be made 
use of to rebut accusations of mismanage- 
ment and charges of malversation did not 
obtain with the Government of that day. 
As an old civil servant, having a real 
pride in the service to which I had 
the honour to belong, I urge that no 
opportunity should be lost for reasonable 
investigation into the charges which 
have been brought forward. 


Lorp VIVIAN: My Lords, having 
had the misfortune—l say misfortune 
because it took me away from my work, 
not on account of the wine with which 
I was supplied—to be wounded in 
South Africa, and to be three months 
in hospital, I should like to state that 
during the whole course of that time 
I never heard a single complaint either 
from a private soldier or an officer as 
to the quality of the wine supplied. 


THE Eart or ERROL: My Lords, 
I had considerable experience of the 
hospitals during the time I was in 
South Africa. I gathered the evidence 
of doctors and of officers and men 
who had been wounded, and I can 
entirely corroborate every word the 
noble Lord who has just spoken has 
said. The quality of the wine and 
spirits was most excellent and I never 
heard any complaint at all. 


On question, their Lordships divided— 
Contents, 16 ; Not contents, 79. 
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Pembrokeand Montgomery,E. | 


(L. Steward.) Verulam, E. 


Clarendon, E.(L. Chamberlain) | Waldegrave, E. [Teller.] 
Westmeath, E. 


Bradford, E. 
Camperdown, E. 
Carnwath, E. 
Cawdor, E. 
Dartmouth, E. 
Dartrey, E 
Eldon, E. 
Feversham, E. 
Hardwicke, E. 
Harrowby, E. 
Howe, E. 
Lathom, E. 
Lauderdale, E. 
Lichfield, E. 
Lindsey, E. 
Lucan, E. 
Onslow, E. 
Romney, E. 


Cross, V. 
Knutsford, V. 
Llandaff, V. 


Addington, L. 
Ashbourne, L. 
| Avebury, L. 

| Balfour, L. 
Barnard, L. 
Belper, L. 


Chesham, L. 


Congleton, L. 
Cottesloe, L. 


Scarbrough, E. Glenesk, L. 
Selborne, E. ' Harlech, . . 
Stamford, E. | Harris, L. 

Stanhope, E. | Hylton, L. 


REMOUNTS— PURCHASES IN CANADA 
AND NORTH AMERICA. 

*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for War whether it is the fact 
that the Remount Officer in Canada 
asked permission to buy out West in 
1902, and, if so, what reply was given 
to him, and whether the War Office 
intend to buy from the West and 
North-West of Canada this spring, 
and whether a Return can be given 
of the various classes of horses and 
mules purchased at home and abroad, 
stating the places from which they 
came, their numbers, prices, and cost 
of transport to South Africa. It appears 
from the Return we already have that 
11,000 horses have been obtained from 
Canada as against 77,000 for the United 
States. Now Canada produces many 
good horses of all sorts and kinds, and 
I think it requires some explanation 
why comparatively so few horses have 
been obtained from Canada. In the 
West and North-West of Canada there 
are an immense number of excellent 
horses of the mounted infantry type 
to be obtained, and I am informed 
that those who have been willing and 
anxious to supply them from those 
districts have received no encourage- 
ment whatever. I do not think that 
the Return asked for need impose any 
work on the Department as the details 
must be there already, or that the 
inconvenience with regard to the 


{ LORDS} 
Vane, E. (M. Londonderry.) 


| Chelmsford, L. 


Churchill, L. [Zeller] 
Colville of Culross, L. 
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| James, L. 

| Kenyon, L. 
Kilmarnock, L. (Z. Erroll.) 
Kintore, L. (Z. Kintore.) 
Lawrence, L. 
Macnaghten, L. 

| Meldrum, L. (J/. Huntly.) 
Mostyn, L. 
Muskerry, L. 
Newton, L. 
Pirbright, L. 
Raglan, L. 

| Rathdonnell, L. 
Rathmore, L. 

| Robertson, L. 

| Rosmead, L. 
Shute, L. (V. Barrington.) 
Sinclair, L. 

| Stalbridge, L. 

| Stewart of Garlies, L. (Z£. Gal- 
loway.) 

Suffield, L. 

Wimborne, L. 

Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 


publication of prices obtained in this 
case. 


*Lorp RAGLAN: With regard to 
the first part of the Question, the reply 
sent to Lieutenant-Colonel Dent by the 
Remount Department was— 

‘* We shall certainly continue to purchase in 

Canada so long as South African requirements 
are maintained and you are able to procure 
suitable animals.” 
It is not advisable to make the prices 
generally known. Where there were 
contracts the prices are of course known, 
but much purchasing was done other- 
wise than by contract, and if prices are 
mentioned there will be a tendency to 
level up. I am afraid it would be 
impossible to give all the information 
the noble Lord asks for. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, 
I beg to ask His Majesty’s Government 
(1) what number of horses have been 
purchased in Colorado and in the Western 
States of North America for the use of 
the Army in South Africa ; (2) between 
what dates such purchases were made, 
and whether such purchases are still 
being made; (3) what has been the 
average price paid for horses delivered to 
His Majesty’s Government at Kansas 
City; and (4) what arrangements, by 
way of commission or otherwise, were 
made on behalf of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment with the agents by whom such 
horses were purchased. 
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*Lorp RAGLAN: In reply to the 
first and second Questions, the Govern- 
ment do not possess the information, as | 
the horses were all shipped at New| 
Orleans, and the tickets, dates of pur- | 
chase, or places of origin were not sent | 
here, but I will see if this information | 
can be obtained and given. As regards | 
the other Questions affecting prices, I) 
must give the same answer as I have | 
given to Lord Tweedmouth. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY : 
sole object of this Amendment is the | 
preservation of documents of great | 
antiquity which cannot be produced | 
without risk of injury because they are 
so fragile. 


Moved, That Standing Order No. 
LXXXVII be amended by leaving out the 
following words, viz.— 


1. ‘*In the case of documents in public 
custody within the United Kingdom, officially 
certified copies thereof (or officially certitied 
extracts or excerpts of such documents, if 
deemed sufficient by the Committee for Privi- 
leges) shall be delivered in by a witness, who, 
will be required to swear that he has examined 
them with the originals, and that the copies are 
correct. (With regard to the documents in 
public custody in England, the originals, as 
heretofore, must be produced at the Bar by an 
officer of the department having custody of the 
same).” 


And by inserting the following ,words 
in lieu thereof, viz.— 


1. **No original of any record or public 
document in the custody of the Master of the 
Rolls shall be required to be produced before 
the Committee of Privileges or any other 
Committee of this House without a written 
order for such production, signed by the Lord 
Chancellor or the Chairman of such Committee. 
Such records and documents shall be proved by 
certified copies as provided by the Public 
Record Act, 1838, Ist and 2nd Vict., chap. 94.” 
—(The Lord Chancellor). 


The said Standing Order amended | 


accordingly; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 26.) 


House adjourned at ten minutes before 
Seven o’clock, till Tomorrow, half- 
past Ten o’clock. 


{6 Marcu 1902} 


The 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 6th March, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL 
ELECTRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL 
(By ORDER). 

Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made and Question proposed 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.) said he 
wished to call attention to a case of 
great hardship affecting a certain 
number of his constituents who occupied 
shops in the neighbourhood of Talton 
Street, a thoroughfare scheduled in the 
Bill under consideration. These tenants 
had occupied these premises for some 
twenty or thirty years, and the great 
majority of them were in the unfortunate 
position of being weekly tenants, and 
consequently had no locus stundi before 
the Committee. This was a position of 
affairs which he thought required some 
legislative remedy. Manv of these indi- 
viduals had invested hundreds of pounds 
in their businesses. The street in ques- 
tion was the only shop-keeping street in 
a large working class neighbourhood, 
and if these people were dispossessed, 
great inconvenience would be caused to 
their customers, for there was no other 
place near to which the businesses could 


| be transferred. One man had got a 


business, the goodwill of which he could 
easily sell for £500, yet if this Bill were 
passed that would be swept away, and 
he would have little chance of getting 
any compensation from the promoters of 
the Bill. He wished that these people 
could be allowed in some way to appear 
before the Committee, and he hoped 
some means would be discovered of 
enabling that to be done. 
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Amendment proposed— | 


“ To leave outthe word ‘now,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘ upon this | 
day six months.’” (Mr. Groves.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) thought it a great hardship on a 
company which had complied with all the 
Standing Orders and regulations of the 
House that its scheme should be post- 
poned merely because in the opinion of 
the hon. Member the law was defective. 
The scheme dealt with in the Bill had 
been before Parliament some years, and 
after many difficulties had been overcome. 
Authority was given for constructing the 
Mono Railway between Liverpool and 
Manchester. Some deviations in the | 
original scheme had since been found to 
be necessary, and this Bill was brought 
forward in order to sanction them. But 
surely the measure ought not to be 
delayed simply because in the opinion of 
the hon. Gentleman a certain class of 
persons suffered injustice by not having 
a locus standi. If the general law 
governing these matters dealt hardly 
with any particular class, another oppor- 
tunity should be sought to remedy it, 
but it was not fair, and it would be 
contrary to the practice of the House, to | 
postpone a measure which in every other 
respect was unobjectionable. 


Mr. GROVES: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman prepared to give an under- | 
taking on behalf of the Company that 
they will take only one side of the street ? | 
I believe there is an almost official | 
understanding to do that, and that, at 
any rate, would get rid of one half of the | 
difficulty. | 

Sir J. FERGUSSON: I believe it is | 
the case that one side of the street in 
which my hon. friendis more particularly 
interested will not be taken. 


Mr. GROVES: Then I beg to ask 
leave to withdraw my opposition. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Origina] Question put and agreed to. | 

Bill read a second time and committed. | 
{ 


{COMMONS} 


gas to Barking and Ilford. 


| Company’s Works. 
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WEST HAM GAS BILL (By ORDER). 
Motion made and Question proposed, 


'**That the Bill be now read a second 
| time.” 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, 
Romford) said he had given notice 
of a Motion to postpone the Second 
Reading of this Bill for six months. 
He had no personal interest in 
the matter, but it was one which 
affected his constituents and hence his 
action. The Bill violated one of the 
fundamental principles adopted by the 
House. In 1856 the West Ham Gas 
Company got ,permission from Parlia- 
ment to supply various districts 
and vicinities thereof with gas. It 
had always been an accepted rule 
that gas, water, and other com- 
panies should strictly define the areas 
which they proposed to supply, and he 


| wanted that done in the present instance. 


On behalf of Ilford and Barking he 
desired to get an assurance that the 


| West Ham Company would not enter 


into competition with them, for they had 
already obtained from Parliament power 
to supply gas in their respective areas. 


_The West Ham Company were proposing 
_ to raise capital to the extent of £600,000 
/or £800,000, and he feared he saw in 


that a threat of their intention to supply 
In fact they 
proposed to erect gas works within a 
few hundred yards of the Barking 
It might be sug- 
gested that now to insist on the insertion 
of a clause defining their area would 
lead to difficulties in regard to Standing 
Orders, but he would remind the House 
that the Standing Orders Committee 
was always willing to suspend Standing 
Orders in bond fide cases. The West 
Ham {Gas Company, owing to the fact 
that they were near London, could get 
coal at a much cheaper rate than was. 
possible at either Barking or Ilford, and 
could consequently supply gas at a 
lower price. But to allow them to enter 
into competition with Barking and 
Ilford under such circumstances would 
be most unfair. Those municipalities 
had already spent large sums on their 
undertakings, and they were of course 
under Parliamentary limitations as to: 
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their charges, &c. Having done good 
and excellent work at great expense, 
they ought not to be exposed to an 
unfair competition which would create 
conflicting interests, and which might 
cause great inconvenience to consumers. 
He begged to move as an Amendment, 
“That the Bill be read a second time this 
day six months.” 


The Amendment was not seconded. 


“Bill 


mitted. 


read a second time, and com- 


KENT WATER BILL [By Orper]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 


teported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
“| 


Report 


NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 

Sir SAVILE CrossLEY reported -from 
the, Committee on Group D of Private 
Bills; That, at the meeting of the 
Committee this day, a letter was received 
from Captain Jessel, one of the members 
of the said Committee, stating that he 
was unable, on account of illness, to 
attend the Committee this day. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
BRIGHTON AND ROTTINGDEAN SEA- 
SHORE ELECTRIC TRAMROAD BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments; Reports 
to'lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 
bill to be read the third time. 


PETITIONS, 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Llanbra- 
bach ; Rudry; Poynton; Aberpergwm ; 
Westhoughton (two); and Newton 
Collieries; to lie upon the Table. 
VOL. CIV.] [FourTH SERIEs. ] 
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or 
“1 
~ 


Reports, Lc. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 
Petitions for alteration of Law : From 
Brighouse; and Great Griffield; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from London, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPER- 
ANNUATION BILL. 

Petition from Hampton Wick, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitionsin favour : From Llanbradach; 
Rudry; Poynton; Aberpergwm; West- 
houghton (two) ; and Newton Collieries. 
PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 

(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Petitions in favour ; From Gardenstoun 
Dunoon ; Bowmore ; Arbroath ; Strom- 
ness; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

RATING OF LAND VALUES. 

Petition from Luton, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

SHOP CLUBS BILL. 


Petition from Beith, in favour; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


SITES VALUES (LONDON) RATING BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CHURCH ESTATES COMMISSION. 
Copy pressnted, of ; fifty-first Report 
from the Church Estates Commissioners 
for the year preceding Ist March, 1902 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 
Copy presented, of fifty-fourth Report 
from the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for 
England, with an Appendix [by Com- 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES. 
Copy presented, of Census of England 

and Wales, 1901 (County of Lancaster) | 

[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

EAST INDIA (INCOME AND 
EXPENDITURE). 

Address for “ Return of the net In- 
come and Expenditure of British India, 
under certain specified heads, for the 
eleven years from 1890-1891 to 1900- | 
1901.”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Boers in the Field— 
Natives in Military Employment. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
War whether he can give an approximate 
estimate of the Boers now in the field 
against His Majesty’s Forces; whether 
several thousand Basutos are now armed, 
and receive pay from His Majesty’s 
Government, and whether, though | 
armed, they are styled civilian night | 
watchers; and what is the number of | 
black men at present garrisoning the | 
blockhouses, and what istheirpay per man. | 


THe SECRETARY 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The figures hitherto received 
from South Africa have necessarily been 
founded on approximate estimates ‘of the | 
number of Boers in the field, and the | 
great dispersal of the Boers has rendered | 
anything like accuracy a matter of great | 
difficulty. The figures of captures since | 
November prove ‘that the estimate then | 
made was unduly sanguine, and I should | 
be afraid to give another figure without | 
more perfect information. As regards | 
the Basutos, I must refer the “hon. | 
Member to my reply to the hon. Member | 
for the Leigh Division of Lancashire, on 
the 4th February.t The information | 
supplied to me was that natives | 
were employed as watchmen, and were | 
armed for their own protection. I have | 
no information as to the numbers and | 
pay of natives so employed. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman give the number 
of natives employed and armed ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: 


+ See (4) Debates cii., 355. 
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Concentration Camps. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


for the Colonies whether he will state in 
|what month and in what year the 


following concentration camps were first 
formed: Johannesberg, Potchefstroom, 
Irene, Heidelberg, and Standerton. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tae 
(Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
These camps were 
among the earliest, and were started in 
While referring to these 


mention another matter connected with 
the subject. In the debate the other dayt 
I was taking on assumption the number 
of farm burnings, when I was met 
by interruption from hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, who thought the number was 
much larger. I have since inquired into 
the matter, and I now find that the 
number of farms burned up to the 
date when these camps were started was 
634. 


Mr. CHANNING : Are these in 


‘addition to those of which we have 
| particulars in the Papers laid befcre the- 


House 2? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, certainly 
/not. I meanthe number up to January,. 
1901, when the camps were started. 


Execution of Mr. Steyn’s Nephew. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for War whether a 
| nephew of Mr. Steyn was executed as a 
spy ; and whether, if so, he will lay upon 
the Table of the House the proceedings 
of the court martial that condemned him, 
| or inform the House of the circumstances 
that led to it. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


tion on this matter. 


I have no informa- 


Boer Surrenders.. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for War if he 
will ascertain from Lord Kitchener 
whether in fact all the Boers included in 
the weekly returns of killed, captured, 


+ See page 434. 
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and surrendered, are fighting burghers ; 
and, if others have been included in 
these lists, whether he will state how | 
many fighting burghers have been killed | 
or captured, or have surrendered since | 
November. | 

Mr. BRODRICK: In response to) 
inquiry, Lord Kitchener telegraphs as | 
follows :—‘ It is impossible to distinguish | 
between fighting and non-fighting | 
burghers unless they are very old or | 
very young, in which case they are left | 
on their farms, and therefore do not | 
surrender. All surrenders reported are | 
men liable to service under commando 
law.” 





Native Witnesses before Courts Martial. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg | 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Kaffirs who gave evidence 
against Scheepers and Lotter were sworn 
on the Protestant Bible; what is the 
ordinary procedure in African Courts 
adopted to give sanctity to the testimony 
of pagans; whether the Courts Martial 
who tried the condemned men contained 
any officer acquainted with legal pro- 
cedure in Africa or England ; and, if so, 
what is the name of such officer ; have 
any record or depositions been preserved 
of the evidence given on these trials, and 
who were the officers who composed the | 
Courts; have the Government required | 
or called for an official account of capital | 
trials by Court Martial in Africa ; whether | 
these will be placed at the disposal of hon. | 
Members before any Act of Indemnity is | 
applied for; by what process were the | 
Courts of death sentence constituted, and | 
under what procedure; and where can | 
this procedure be found in the King’s 
Regulations. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have no informa- 
tion as regards the religion of the 
witnesses ; there is a recognised form of 
declaration for pagan witnesses. The 
Return, which I have called for and which 
will be shortly to hand, will show the 
members composing the Courts where 
death sentences have been passed. They 
will be given to Parliament. These 
Courts were constituted under the Pro- 
clamation of Martial Law, and _ the 
procedure was that of a General or Field 
General Court Martial, details of which 
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Law.” Records of evidence have been 
preserved. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will this Return 
show the procedure in these matters ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot say until I 
see them. 


Sir James Willcocks. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state what 
has been the cost of sending Sir James 
Willcocks to South Africa and back, what 
was the duration of his service in South 
Africa, and the nature of his duties during 
that service. 


Mr. BRODRICK : It was decided to 
employ this officer in South Africa pend- 
ing his appointment to a command in 
India. A vacancy has occurred earlier 
than was expected, and he has accordingly 
been ordered to India. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: The 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
the Question as to the cost of the voyage 
to South Africa and back, and the nature 
and duration of the service rendered 
there. 


Mr. BRODRICK: When an officer is 
required for a high command in India, the 
Government do not take into consideration 
the cost of the passage. 


Remounts—Military Court of Inquiry. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Court of Inquiry into the 
Remount Department will take cognisance 
of the total sum of £9,125,000 expended 
by that Department since the outbreak of 
the war ; and, if not, how much of that 
expenditure will fall within the scope of 
the inquiry. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Court of In- 
quiry is now sitting. I have no power to 
control the question raised by the hon. 
Member. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE : Cannot 
the right hon. Gentleman give a_plain 
answer to a plain Question ? Will the 
amount spent by the Remount Department 
be included in the inquiry ? Surely there 
must be some reference to the Committee. 


X 2 
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whatever over the Court of Inquiry, which 
has been asked by the Commander-in-Chief 
to report on certain points. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: What | 


are those points ¢ 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he is aware that General Truman has 
decided to do without the assistance of 
counsel at the Court of Inquiry into the 
Remounts case; and, seeing that the 
War Office have stated that General 
Truman will be allowed counsel to assist 
him, of which they will bear the expense, 
can he state what arrangements are 
being made to carry out that decision. 
In view of the above decision, is General 
Truman to be allowed to choose his own 
counsel; can he now state who is the 
counsel retained to assist the Court by 
the Treasury solicitors; what position 
this counsel will hold, and what is meant 
by the task allotted to him of sifting the 
evidence. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Court of In- 
quiry is in no respect under my control. 
I approached the Treasury with a 
request to allow General Truman the 
service of a counsel, and authority was 
accordingly given for his payment. I 
know nothing of what General Truman 
has decided to do, or whom he has 
employed. The counsel retained to 
assist the Court as assessor is Mr. Mil- 
vain, K.C. He will, | presume, render 
the Court such assistance as they require 
of him. 


Wastage of Horseflesh. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he or the Commander-in- 
Chief has received any report (other 
than the reports on Army Remounts 
just published) giving reasons for the 
great wastage of horseflesh in South 
Africa prior to, and during the time, Lord 
Roberts was in chief command ; and, if 
so, whether he will publish the same. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. BRODRICK : I have no control | 





Questions. 580 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): No report beyond 
those published ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 


Purchase of Horses in Argentina. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he can now state what 
prices were paid under various contracts 
by or on behalf of the War Office for 
horses in South America during the 
last two years. 


Tue FINANCIALSECRETARY tToTHE 
WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, Lanca- 
shire, Westhoughton): No, Sir. The re- 
sult of giving any of these prices would 
be that in every case the maximum price 
hitherto paid would become the mini- 
mum for any future purchases. 


Mr. DILLON: Can the noble Lord 
explain why it is not found to be 
objectionable to give the prices of every 
other country in the world except the 
Argentine ? What isthe special difficulty ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Horse Purchase Contracts—Mr. Weil— 
Mr. Houlder. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE : I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he can state the names 
of the persons who were given contracts 
by the War Office in Victoria, Queens- 
land, Argentina, and the United States 
respectively, together with the amount 
in each case agreed to be paid per horse ; 
whether the Mr. Weil alluded to in the 
despatch from the General Officer com- 
manding lines of communication to the 
Secretary of State for War, dated 3rd 
January, 1900, which states that Weil 
has contracted, and that his horses are 
not at all good, is the same gentleman 
who is connected with the Bergl meat 
contract ; whether Mr. Maurice Houlder 
was at any time since the commencement 
of the South African War in the employ- 
ment of the Remount Department ; and, 
ifso, what were his functions; and 
| whether this gentleman is connected 
| with Houlder Brothers. 
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Lorp STANLEY: In regard to the! 
first paragraph, very few horses were 
purchased by contract in the countries 
mentioned, the names of the contractors 
have not been reported, and the prices 
are confidential. As regards the second 
paragraph, it is believed that Mr. Weil is 
the person referred to. As regards the 
third paragraph, Mr. Maurice Houlder 
has never been in the employ of the 
Remount Department ; he is betieved to 
be connected with the firm of Houlder 
Brothers. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: Had Messrs. Houlder 
in their employ a nephew of General 
Truman ? 


Lorp STANLEY: | 
notice of that. 


must ask for 


Remounts— Lord Kitchener's Complaints. 

Mr. SEALE-HAYNE (Devonshire, 
Ashburton): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the South Molton Division 
of Devonshire, I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is in a position to state the reason why, 
aftertwo yearsexperiencein the buying of 
horses for South Africa, Lord Kitchener 
had to complain on the 22nd January 
last that a considerable percentage of all 
horses landed lacked the compact forma- 
tion necessary to withstand the hard- 
ships of campaigning, and that the 
Australian horses were specially badly 
selected ; and whether he can state 
who was responsible for sending badly 
selected horses to South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Stringent orders 
have been issued from time to time as to 
the class of horses required, and every 
effort is made by the buyers on the spot, 
but from Lord Kitchener’s report it 
would appear that the efforts to procure 
such horses in the great numbers re- 
quired have not always succeeded. Every | 
possible effort is being made in the 
matter. 


English Horses. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk- 
shire, Mid): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, having regard 
to Colonel Kitchener’s Report on Re- 
mounts, stating that nothing has really 
come up to the English horse for cavalry 
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and draught, the War Office intends in 
future to buy a larger proportion of 
English horses: and whether, to facilitate 
sale and purchase, he will give a Return 
showing who are the authorised official 
buyers in each county, the class of 
animal required, and the price which 
will be paid for accepted horses, thereby 
encouraging farmers and breeders to sell 
direct to Government at full prices 
instead of getting a less rate through the 
middlemen. 


Lorp STANLEY: The success of 
English horses, which, I should mention, 
include a considerable proportion of 
horses imported from America, in South 
Africa, was due in a considerable degree 
to their hard condition, they being 
corn-fed. In normal times the horses 
required for the Army at home have 
been, with very few exceptions, purchased 
in England or Ireland. Purchase is being 
briskly carried on in these countries, and 
will be continued as long as suitable 


‘animals are procurable and required. IL 


will consider whether it is possible to 
advertise more widely than at present 
the channels through which horses are 
purchased, and the conditions. 


Inspector-General of Auxiliary Forces, 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it is 
proposed to do away with the post of 
Inspector-General of Auxiliary Forces. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 


Trish Contribution to New Army Scheme. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he can state how much 
extra taxation Ireland will have to 
contribute annually towards the New 
Army Scheme when put into operation. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
( JEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bris- 
tol, W.): As my right hon. fsiend the 
Secretary {or War stated, it is anticipated 
that by the time the increases of pay 
which he has proposed comeinto operation 
the Army Estimates will be relieved of 
a large portion at any rate of the charges 
now imposed on them for new guns, 
material, and stores, in accordance with 
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the Report of the Committee presided 
over by Sir F. Mowatt. I do not think, 
therefore, that his scheme involves an 
increase which could be measured by 
taxation. 








British Army in India.—Increased Cost. 

Mr. SEALE-HAYNE (Devonshire, 
Ashburton): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the South Molton Division | 
of Devonshire, I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the 
Government of India has been consulted 
upon the proposed increased cost of | 
£786,000 a year of the British Army in 
India ; if so, what reply was given ; and 
whether the relief by Indian troops of 
five British garrisons in the tropics has 
been effected, as foreshadowed in his 
speech of last year, and whether the 
British or Indian Government will bear 
the cost. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Government 
of India have been informed that the 
Home Government find it necessary to 
raise the pay of the soldier in order to 
obtain the recruits necessary to fully 
maintain the Army at home and abroad. 
This intimation was made as early as 
possible to the Indian Government, and 
any representation which they may make 
to the Indian Council will be carefully 
considered by His Majesty’s Government. 
In reference to the second sentence, the 
relief mentioned has been effected, and 
the whole cost is being borne by the 
Imperial Exchequer. 


Tower of London—Government Contract 
and Wages. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether he 
1s aware that the contractor employed 
on periodical painting and repairs at the 
Tower of London had a dispute recently 
with his men as to the rate of pay ; and 
that the men complained to the War 
Office, with the result that the con-| 
tractor had to pay them the amount in 
dispute; whether he is aware that this 
contractor dismissed the men for com- 
plaining; and whether, as this con- 
tractor endeavoured to evade paying the 
local rate of wages to his employees, he 
will be allowed to compete in future with 
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contractors for War Office work who 
comply with the Fair Wages Resolution 
of the House. 


Lorp STANLEY: A workman com- 
plained to the War Office that he and 
others had been discharged for raising the 


question of wages. The contractor was 


informed by the General Officer com- 
manding the district that the full cur- 


/rent rate of wages must be paid to all 


workmen engaged on painting. The 
contractor’s explanation was that the 


/men who had been paid less than the 


current wage were inferior hands. No 
further report has reached the War 
Office. The question of the selection of 
workmen rests with the discretion of 
the contractor. So long as he pays the 
current rate, when warned, he is not 
held to be disqualified for future tender- 
ing. The circumstances are, however, 
noted against him. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will it be remem- 
bered that his excuse was that he em- 
ployed inferior hands ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I have said tha: all 


the circumstances are noted aga‘nst him. 


English Beer for Irish Canteens. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he will inquire why the authori- 
t es responsible for supplying the canteens 
in Ireland with stout have accepted the 
tender of the Burton Brewery, whose 
tender was higher than that of the Dub- 
lin brewers ; and whether, in the interests 


‘of the troops, he will inquire what 


reason induced the canteen authorities to 
depart from the commercial custom of 
accepting the lowest tender. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. The 
matter is left entirely to the discretion 
of the General Officer commanding. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Did not the 
noble Lord give a guarantee last year 
that he would inquire into this 
matter, and has he not entirely failed to 
doso? Why should the contract for 
Irish whisky and porter be given to a 
firm at Burton-on-Trent ! 
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LorpD STANLEY: We have pointed 
out to General Officers commanding 
districts the advisability of dealing as 
far as possible with local firms. These are, 


however, questions of the expenditure | 
of the money of the men, and not of 


the Government, and therefore we leave 
the matter entirely to the discretion of 
the Commanding Officer. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: And, because it 
is the men’s money, the contract goes vo 
an English firm for articles which Irish 
firms would supply at lower prices ! 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the noble 
Lord lay on the Table of the House 
copies of these.tenders ? 


Lorp STANLEY : Certainly not. 


Recruiting Age Regulations. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
under the new conditions proposed for 
Army service, it is now proposed to 
require an efficient testimony from the 
recruit as to his real age apart from 
his own statement on it, in view of 
the temptation under existing regula- 
tions to falsification ; and if not, whether, 
in view of the increased attractions of 
pay and the terms of service, steps 
will be taken to ensure complete 
accuracy, which is not obtainable under 
the present system. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I fear it is not 


practicable to obtain the degree of 


accuracy which the hon. Member desires , 


in relation to the age of recruits. 


Volunteer Officers—Deficiency. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if; he can state what 
was the deficiency of officers in the 
Volunteer Force on the Ist of March. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The number of 
vacancies was 1,987 on Ist March. This 
number, however, would be reduced by 
400 if officers either at present on active 
service or awaiting absorption were 
reckoned. 


Brussels Sugar Bounties Conference. 
Mr. DAVID MaclVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale): 1 beg to ask the Under Sec- 


retary of State for Foreign Affairs, with 
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reference to the undertaking given by 
the British delegates at the Brussels 
Sugar Conference that no preferential 
treatment should be accorded in this 
country to sugar imported from British 
Colonies, whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will decline to ratify the Convention, 
so far as it relates to any agreement 
which would tie our hands as regards 


‘making our own terms with our own 


people in respect of the duties to be levied 
upon importations of whatever kind 
from our own Colonies, Dependencies, or 
Dominions. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH (for Lord 
CRANBORNE): Unless my hon, friend 
intends to suggest that when the 
bounties on sugar now given’ by 
foreign nations are abolished, we should 
at once proceed to give bounties our- 
selves on sugar coming to this country 
from the Colonies. I do not think there 
is anything in this Convention open to 
the objection he raises. But as we shall, 
as soon as possible, lay Papers on the 
Table which will explain the whole matter, 
I would suggest that any Questions on it 
should be deferred. 


Welsh Settlers in Patagonia. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
suggestion he recently made to a de- 
putation from the Principality which 
waited upon him in respect to the 
emigration of Welsh settlers from 
Patagonia that they might go to a 


‘warmer climate rather than to that 


of Canada, was intended to be limited to 


| South Africa, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I confess 
that I find some difficulty in under- 
standing this Question. It appears to me 
to be an attempt at a joke. If so, it is 
a very bad joke, and IJ decline to answer 
it. 


Newfoundland—Croc Harbour—English 

and French Relations. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether stables and_ store- 
houses have been erected on the north- 
east coast of Newfoundland at Croc 


| Harbour by the French naval authorities. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


aware that there are any stables or store- 
houses at Croc Harbour. The French 
for many years kept a few cattle there 
to supply fresh meat for their ships of the 
Newfoundland Fisheries Service, but 
the place was abandoned in 1889. Some 
cattle were again placed there in 1895, 
but on a representation being made by 
the English Commodore to the French 
Senior Naval Officer, they were with- 
drawn, and since that date the French 
Naval authorities have not re-occupied 
the place. 


Questions. 


Destitute Aliens in London. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT: | beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade, 
if the names of the Commissioners to 
inquire into the most speedy way of 
regulating the immigration of destitute 
aliens into the East End of London and 
other crowded centres have been sub- 
mitted for His Majesty’s approval ; and, 
in such case, will he state when it will 
commence its labours, and the terms -of 
reference. 


Tue PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Geratp BALrour, 
Leeds, Central): No Sir; but I hope to 
be in a position to make a statement on 
the subject very shortly. 


Seamen’s Remittances from Foreign Ports. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of ‘Trade whether 
he can state what sum was received in the 
last financial year in respect of fees 
charged for remittances by seamen in 
foreign ports under the money order and 
transmission systems referred to in the 
Report of the Committee on the Engage- 
ment and Discharge of Seamen Abroad 
(C. 8577, 8th July, 1897), and if such sum 
appears, and under what head, in the 
Return presented to Parliament on 17th 
January (No. 12). 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I in- 
formed the hon. Member, in reply to a 
Question asked by him in May, 1901, 
that the sum charged during the last 
financial year was £1,018. The amount 
charged during the current financial year, 
which will expire at the end of the present 
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time after that date, as it will be necessary 
to await the receipt of the Accounts of 
the various Consuls concerned. 


Bakewell Anti-Vaccinationists. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if 
he is aware that a Justice of the Peace 
at the petty sessions held at Bakewell, 
Derbyshire, on the 2lst of February, 
informed an applicant for a certificate of 
exemption under the Vaccination Act 
that such people as the applicant ought 
to be set on an island by themselves and 
die of smallpox; and if steps can be 
taken to prevent such treatment of 
persons making legal applications. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Ritcuiz, Croydon): I had not previ- 
ously heard of the alleged remark ; 
and | am not prepared to investigate 
the case, or to take any other steps in 
the matter. 


Mr. LEVY: IfI prove the accuracy of 
my Question, will the right hon Gentle- 
man inquire ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not intend to 
make inquiry into any silly opinions 
expressed by Magistrates or any one 
else. 


Liverpool Food and Betterment 
Association.—Rating Difficulty. 

Mr. DAVID MaclVER: I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if his attention has 
been called to the recent distraint 
for rates upon the premises of 
the Liverpool Food and Betterment 
Association, a local charitable institution; 
and whether he can see his way to 
placing the local authorities at Liverpoob 
in such a position as shall empower 
them to make some reduction in, if not 
to grant exemption from, the full rates 
which they are at present entitled or 
compelled to demand. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I 
have seen newspaper reports of the case 


month, cannot be given for some aed referred to. My right hon. friend has 











588 


sary 
ts of 


ugh- 
tary 
it if 
eace 
well, 
ary, 
© of 

Act 
ight 

and 


FOR 
(Mr. 
revi- 
irk ; 
gate 
s In 


y of 
atle- 


1 to 
ions 
one 


to 
ern- 
has 
aint 
of 
rent 
ion; 
y to 
pool 
wer 
not 
ates: 
| or 


AL 
ANT 


case 





589 Questions. 


no power to place the local authorities at 
Liverpool in the position suggested in 
the Question. Legislation would be 
necessary for the purpose of making any 


addition to present exemption from 
rating; and, with regard to this, I may 


point out that the Royal Commission on 
Local Taxation recently recommended 
that no further extension of the prin- 
ciple of such exemptions should be 
permitted. 


Food Preservatives. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Cen- 
tral): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
intends to take steps, by the introduc- 
tion of a Bill or otherwise, for giving 
effect at an early date to the recom- 
mendations of the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee which inquired into 
the use of preservatives and colouring 
matters in the preservation and colouring 
of food ; and whether he is aware of the 
opinion among the sanitary authorities 
in England in favour of those recom- 
mendations. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : The Report 
referred to is under consideration, and I 
cannot at present make any statement as 
to the course to be taken in regard to it. 
With respect to the last part of the 
Question, the Local Government Board 
have received only one or two communi- 
cations from sanitary authorities on 
the subject. 


Welsh County Councils.--Powers of 
Combined Action. 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he can state to what 
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Wales and Monmouthshire. I know of 
one case of the kind. I am not aware 
that any difficulty has arisen in meeting 
the costs of the Joint Committee. A 
question was, however, brought before 
the Local Government Board as to 
whether the accounts of the Committee 
could, for the purposes of audit, be 
treated as separate from the County 
accounts, and the Board pointed out 
that there was no statutory provision 
for the audit of the accounts of the Com- 
mittee as a separate loval authority. 


Alleged Saccharine Smuggling from 
Havre. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he can state whether the discovery has 
been made that bags of flour have been 
utilised extensively at Havre for the 
purpose of smuggling saccharine and 
other dutiable goods into the United 
Kingdom ; and, if so, whether steps will 
be taken to prevent this practice. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Board of 
Customs have no knowledge of such 
extensive misdoings at Havre us those 
referred to, but they are tully alive to 
the possibility of attempts of the kind 
being made, and their officers are taking 
all precautions in their power to prevent 


_the irregular importation of saccharine 


extent if any, the County Councils of | 
Wales and Monmouthshire have availed | 


themselves of Section 81 of The Local 
Government Act, 1888, 
them to take combined action for any 
purpose in respect of which they are 
jointly interested ; and whether any diffi- 
culty has arisen under the provision in 


empowering | 


Sub-section 6 for meeting the costs of a | 
_them for postal purposes ; and whether, 
| seeing that under the new arrangement 


Joint Committee. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : I am unable 
to say to what extent the powers con- 
ferred by the section mentioned by the 


hon. Member have been acted upon in 





or other dutiable goods to the detriment 
of the Revenue. 


Penzance and London Mail Service. 

*Mr. HAIN (Cornwall, St. Ives) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the boroughs 
of St. Ives, Falmouth, and Penryn have: 
been excluded from the new mail service 
which came into operation on the Ist 
January between Penzance and London ; 
that the two hours later posting would 
be of advantage to these towns, bringing 
the North of England one day nearer to 


these towns are for local postal service 
worse off than before, the Postmaster 
General will make arrangements with the 
Great Western Railway Company by 
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receive the benefit of the new mail 


service. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 


is true that the hours of the post in the | 


boroughs of St. Ives, Falmouth, and 
Penryn have not been improved in 
connection with the recent alteration in 
the West of England Night Mail Service, 
but the primary object of that alteration 
was to obtain more accommodation in 
the mail trains. It was found possible, 
at the same time, to effect some improve- 
ment in the hours at places on the main 
line, but the Postmaster General did not 
feel himself justified in ineurring consider- 
able additional expenditure for the sake 
of improving the hours at places on 
branch lines. The hon. Member was, 
however, recently promised that the 
matter should be kept in view, and that 
advantage would be taken of any oppor- 
tunity to accelerate the service to the 
places to which he refers, but the Post- 
master General regrets that he cannot 
hold out any hope of such an improve- 
ment in the immediate future. Although 
a few local letters have, unfortunately, 
been delayed, the former hours of delivery 
and despatch of the night mails have 
been maintained practically unaltered at 
those places at which it has not been 
possible to afford an improvement. 


Mllicit Stills, 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state the reward paid to 
revenue officers for discovery of the illicit 


still in Scotland in the year 1901, and | 


what was the average reward paid for 
each discovery of the 2,008 illicit stills in 
Ireland ; whether he will say how many 


gallons of illicit whisky the revenue. 
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which all places in West Cornwall may | 
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Piccadilly Improvements. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W): I beg to 
'ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether his attention has been called to 
/a report recently made to the London 
County Council by its Improvements 
Committee, detailing the negotiations 
which have taken place between the 
Council and His Majesty’s Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests, with a view to 
secure, upon the expiration of the leases 
and at a fair valuation, the strip of free- 
hold land required for the setting back 
of the buildings on the northern side of 
Piccadilly, so as to widen to eighty feet the 
portion of the thoroughfare between the 
Cireus and Sackville Street ; and whether 
he can see his way to assist the object in 
view. 


ou 
oO 
bo 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuc.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): I have seen the report 
alluded to by the hon. Member. No 
doubt the setting back of the buildings 
on this site would afford a_ great 
improvement to the traffic in this 
crowded thoroughfare; and I should 
like to see such an improvement carried 
out. The matter, however, is one which 
does not come under my Department, 
and any Question on this subject should 
be addressed to the Treasury. 


Enforcement of Weights and Measures Act 
in Ireland. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
‘County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the section of the 
Weights and Measures Act which declares 
the necessity for making a Return to 
the effect that no unstamped weights or 
measures are on a merchant’s premises 
is generally enforced in Ireland. 


officers estimate are produced respectively | 


in Scotland, Ireland, and England; and | 


how many illicit stills were discovered 
respectively in Ulster, Munster, Leinster, 
and Connaught. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
answer to the first question is £3 15s. 0d., 
to the second £1 7s. 9}d. I cannot give 
any estimate of the amount of illicit 
whisky produced. The answer to the 
last question is—Ulster 241,\Munster 8, 
Leinster 0, Connaught 1,759. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 


_derry, N.): There is no provision in the 
Act, sofar as Iam aware, which requiresa 
Return such as that indicated to be 
made. The hon. Member probably has 
in his mind the form of particulars 
supplied to traders before the date fixed 
for the yearly verification of weights and 
measures. These forms are also supplied 
at other times when traders obtain new 

| weights or measures which they require 
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to be verified. The duties imposed on 
the ex officio Inspectors in these respects 
are strictly enforced in Ireland. 


Ballyroney and Newcastle (Co. Down) 
Railway. 

*Mr. MacVEAGH (Down, §.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
explanation is forthcoming for the neglect 
of the Great Northern Railway Company 
(Ireland) and the Belfast and Co. Down 
Railway Company to begin the construc- 
tion of the connecting line between Bally- 
roney and Newcastle, for which they 
received statutory powers in 1900; and, 
whether he is prepared to undertake 
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that, failing the making of the line, 


within the time specified, any applica- 
tion for extension of the statutory 
powers for its construction vill be 
opposed by the Government. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am informed that 
the Great Northern Railway Company 
are negotiating for the purchase of lands 
and taking all necessary steps to proceed 
with the making of the line from Bally- 
roney to Castle-Wellan. The remainder 
of the line is, I understand, to be con- 
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seeds tested for purity, germination, 
and germinating energy, at small fees. 
Provision is made in the Fertilisers and 
Feeding Stuffs Act, 1893, for the analy 
sis by district analysts of the local 
authorities of soil fertilisers and of 
feeding stuffs. The Department have 
suggested to the local authorities that 
they should arrange for the systematic 
taking of samples for analysis by their 
analysts; and have promised to con- 
tribute a proportion of the cost that 
may be so incurred. The Department 
will await the result of their recommen- 
dation to the local authorities before 
deciding what further action, if any, 
should be taken. The question of the 
analysis of soils is under consideration. 


Administration in 
yrone. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state the 
cost of county administration (cess and 
poor rate combined) of County Tyrone 
for the standard year on which is based 
the agricultural grant ; can he also give 
the amount of consolidated rates for the 
financial year now closing 1901-2 ; and 


Cost of Count 


structed by the Belfast and County | will the adoption of half-yearly pay- 


Down Railway Company. 


The Govern-| ments by the Tyrone County Council 


ment cannot give any undertaking such | entitle that body to a re-adjustment of 
as that indicated in the second part of | its officials’ salaries tothe figures at 


the Question. 


Irish Agriculture — Seed Testing, 
Fertilisers, &c. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that up to the present no_ steps 


have been taken by the Department of 
Agriculture in Ireland to enable farmers 
to gain a knowledge of their soils and 
the nutritive elements needed for full 
productiveness, notwithstanding the 
desire for this help to husbandry; and 
will he consider the desirability of 
establishing a testing-place in connec- 
tion with the Department whereat the 
farmers of the country can have soils, 
seeds, and manures analysed at nominal 
charges. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Department 
have already established a seed-testing 
station at which farmers can have their 








which they stood before the Local 
Government Board had them increased. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The total amount 
of county cess and poor rate struck in 
the standard year in County Tyrone 
(irrespective of excluded charges) on 
which the grant is based. is £67,804. 
The amount of the consolidated rates 
in the county for the year 1901-2, 
including the poor rate in urban dis- 
tricts, but irrespective of excluded 
charges, is £62,118. Whether the pro- 
posed change in the time of payment 
will affect official salaries must depend 
on the facts of each particular case. No 
general. answer can be given. 


Kanturk Union and the Labourers’ Acts. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the recent sworn 
inquiry in the Kanturk Union, under 
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the Labourers’ Acts, at which Captain | 
Connellan, Local Government Board 
Inspector, attended ; is he aware that 
several applications made on behalf of 
the labourers for the additional half-acre 
plots have been rejected ; and, if so, who 
is responsible for this rejection; and 
whether, in view of the fact that no 
opposition was offered by landlords or 
tenants, he can state on what grounds 
these applications for additional plots 
were rejected. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The _ District 
Council withdrew a number of applica- 
tions for additional half-acre _ plots. 


Others were rejected by the Inspector on 
the ground that the existing half-acres 
were not tilled, or that the owner or 
occupier had not received due notice, 
&e., &e. The reasons for the rejection 
in each case have been communicated 
to the District Council. Three hundred 
and twenty-two cottages and _ half-acre 
plots had already been provided in this 
rural district, and as a result of the 
recent inquiry it is proposed to authorise 
the erection of eighty-six additional 
cottages with one acre allotments, and 
the acquisition of additional half-acres 
for 127 cottages already built. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork County, 
E.): Are general instructions given to 
the Local Government Board Inspector 
to furnish the County Conncils con- 
cerned with their reasons for rejecting 
applications ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I believe instruc- 
tions are given, but I cannot state their | 
precise nature without notice. 


Prosecution of Mr. Corr, at Templemore. 
Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid) : | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 596 
County of Tipperary, in which the pro- 
secution took place, has been for a con- 


siderable period exceptionally free from 
crime, he will take steps to stop such 
prosecutions in that county. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The charge upon 
which Mr. Corr was convicted was one of 
taking part in an unlawful assembly, 
The accused has, I understand, appealed, 
and while that appeal is pending I must 
respectfully decline to answer any ques- 
tion touching the merits of the case or 
its conduct in the Court from whose 
decision the appeal has been taken. It 
is true that the County of Tipperary is 
unusually free from crimes of violence, 
but the crimes of organised boycotting 
and intimidation prevail in some dis- 
tricts, and so far from stopping. such 
prosecutions as are referred to, the 
Government will, wherever poscible, en- 
deavour to bring to justice those who 
are guilty of crimes of the latter des- 
cription. 


Irish Gold Ornaments. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when the Vote for Law 
Charges will be taken; and if he will 
give facilities for the discussion of the 
costs of the British Museum in connee- 
tion with the lish gold ornaments; if 
he willstate what is the amount of these 
costs; and if he will lay the opinion of 
the Law Officers of Ireland and England 
upon the Table prior to the Vote, to- 
gether with the text of the Treasury 
Demand for the surrender of these orna- 


/ments, the reply of the British Museum 


thereto, and the answer filed by the 


| British Museum in the case. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH: We have 
not yet been able to move the Speaker 
out of the Chair on Civil Service Esti- 





the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland can he | mates, and, therefore, I cannot say when 
state what was the charge against Mr. | the Vote for Law Charges will be taken, 
Corr, recently sentenced to imprisonment | nor can I promise any facilities for the 
at Templemore by a Court of Summary | discussion of the matter referred to in 
Jurisdiction, constituted under the Act | the Question. The amount of the costs 
of 1887; and is he aware that the magis- | cannot be ascertained till after the trial. 
trates refused to allow counsel for Mr.| As for the Papers for which the hon. 
Corr to test the competency and accuracy | Member asks, I understand they would 
of the Government note taken, and will | prove a bulky correspondence, and 

he state on whose evidence the prosecu- | think that the hon. Member's object may 
tion relied; whether, seeing that the | be met by a short statement of what has 
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ssed since the last Papers were pub- 
shed, which I will undertake to send to 
him. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
see that other Members of the House, as 
well as hon. Gentlemen opposite, see the 
statement 7 


send the noble Lord a copy. 


Labourers’ Act Inquiry at Ennis. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


whether, having regard to the fact 
that at the recent Inquiry held at 
Ennis under the Labourers’ (Lreland) 
Acts the Loca! Government Board In- 
spector accommodated certain owners by 
hearing their cases out of the regular 
order, thereby causing inconvenience to 
labourers, he will request the Local 
Government Board to put a stop to this 
practice in future, and to direct their 
inspectors to hear all applications in their 
proper order. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Only one case was 
taken out of its regular order at the 
Inquiry referred to, and this course was 
adopted at the request of the Solicitor of 
the District Council, with the consent of 
the other solicitors present who repre- 
sented partiesi nterested. No inconveni 
ence whatever was caused to the labourers 
by the adoption of this course. 


Appeals against Convictions under the 
Crimes Act. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, having regard to the fact that 
the hon. Member for South Mayo and 
Mr Denis Johnston, on being sentenced 
to two months imprisonment at French- 
park on the 11th of last January by two 
resident magistrates sitting under The 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act, 1887, appealed to the County Court 
Judge, and that their appeal is fixed for 
hearing on the 14th of March, at Athlone, 
and seeing that both these gentlemen are 
at present in gaol on other convictions 
under this special legislation, whether 
any facilities, and, if so, what, are to be 
offered to enable them to appear. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The accused can, 
by a simple application to the King’s 
Bench Division for a writ of habeas 
corpus, secure their appearance in 
Court on the occasion of the hearing of 
the appeal. The Crown have no power 
to provide otherwise for their appearance, 
but every facility will be given them by 
the Executive in making this applica- 
tion. 


Questions. 


Mr. DILLON : Cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake that these gentle- 
men shall be allowed to appear in Court 
without having to go through the ex- 
pensive process of applying to the King’s 
3ench ? Will he not himself move that 
they be allowed to attend? He has not. 
had the same experience in this matter 
as hon. Members on this side of the 
House. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I will consider what 
facilities can be given. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): Can- 


not the Crown apply for a writ of 
hubeas corpus % 
Mr. ATKINSON : That would be 


quite unusual except in a case of felony, 
where the accused must be present. I 
will, however, see what can be done. 


Irish Local Government Rates. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he is aware that, under The Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, andthe 
County Councils Order of 18th April, 
1899, Councils of County Boroughs in 
Ireland are required to hand over to the 
Guardians one-fourth of their annual 
estimate and demand on the first quar- 
ter day after 23rd January. which in 
some cases is the Ist April, the day on 
which the rate is struck and before it 
could have been collected; and, seeing 
that, although the Councils are under a 
penalty for non-compliance with this re- 
quirement, the Local Government Board 
will not permit them to overdraw their 
accounts at their bankers to enable them 
to comply with the demand, as the 
auditors of the Local Government Board 
have surcharged members of Councils 
| with the bank interest on such overdrafts 
when made, whether it is the intention 
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of the Government to amend the law in | Herbert Estate, Co. Kerry. 
order that the state of matters referred; Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
to may be altered. ‘ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
A | Lieutenant of Ireland, having regard to 
Mr. ATKINSON: I am informed by | the fact that the Irish Land Commission 
the Local Government Board that the} have sanctioned the advance of public 
County and Borough Councils should | money for the purchase of the holding 
have no difficulty in complying with the | of Daniel Healy on the Herbert Estate, 
demands of the Poor Law Guardians,|Co. Kerry, on the understanding 
inasmuch as they receive the amount of | that the tenant was to be entitled to an 
the Agricultural Grant before the 1st of outlet from his farm, whether the Land 
April. The subject is too complicated to | Commission will now take any steps to 
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Questions, 


be adequately dealt with in the form of | 


a Question and Answer, but I shall be 
glad to furnish the hon. Member with the 
Report | have received on the subject 
from the Local Government Board, if he 
so desires. 


Mr. LOUGH: Can nothing be donein 
the case of large county boroughs which 
receive nothing out of the grant ? 


provide such passage, or otherwise to 
make proper compensation or allowance 
to the tenant. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Daniel Healy's 
agreement to purchase makes no pro- 
vision for special right of way to the 
farm through adjoining land. The sale 
to him was completed in accordance with 
the terms of his agreement, and he has 





now preserved to him under the Land 
Purchase Act such rights of way as he 
|may have previously enjoyed as tenant. 
: st , | The Commissioners cannot interfere fur- 
Irish Municipal Corporations Act. (ther in the matter, and they have no 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Chief power to compel adjoining owners to 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- | grant a right of way not hitherto in 
land if he is aware thatjby the application | existence. 
of Enactments Order of 22nd December, | 
1898, Subsection 3 of Section 22 of The | Mr. MURPHY: When I assure the 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, thata | right! hon. Gentleman that the Land 
member of the Council shall not vote or | Commission officials and representatives 
take part in the discussion of any matter of the landlord guaranteed to this tenant, 
before the Council, or a Committee, in| who is an illiterate person, an outlet, 


Mr. ATKINSON: It would require 
legislation. 





which he has, directly or indirectly, any | 
pecuniary interest, is made to apply to | 
County Councils and District Councils, | 
but not to the Councils of County | 
Boroughs in Ireland ; and, as there is no | 
similar provision in the Irish Municipal | 
Corporation Acts, if it is the intention of | 
the Government to take steps to extend | 
this provision to the six County) 
Boroughs of Ireland. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The provision re- 
ferred to was made for the new bodies 
created by the Local Government Act. 
1898. Neither the Municipal Corpor- 
ations Act of 1840, nor the Towns 
Improvement Act of 1854, contains 
similar provisions, and it was not con- 
sidered necessary to alter the law in re- 
ference to the later bodies. I am not 
aware that any necessity exists for legis- 
lation on the subject. 





will he make further inquiry ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : The reply is specific 
that no special rights were reserved. 


Mr. MURPHY: The guarantee was 
given in my presence. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot now discuss the rights and 
wrongs of this matter. 


Ex-Sergeant Sheridan. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
the constabulary authorities, when pre- 
paring for the trial of tramp Ryan at the 
prosecution of Sergeant Sheridan for 
posting up threatening notices on a gate 
at Mullagh, Co. Clare, discovered 
that the paper on which the threatening 
notices had been written was official 
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paper from the office of the police inspec- 
tor of the district; and will he state 
what action, if any, he proposes to take 
in this matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON: There is no founda- 
tion for the statement that the threaten- 
ing notices were written on official paper. | 
The answer to the last query is, there- 
fore, in the negative. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Con- | 
stable Keegan, who was present with 
Sergeant Sheridan at the burning of Mrs. 
Quinlan’s hay near Hospital, county | 
Limerick, in the end of November, 1897, | 
was examined at the winter assizes in 


ek tix cage beter sn 0 wihnene capes Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


Constable Bray for the burning of the hay, | 
and that Constable Keegan aided Constable 
Sheridan in procuring a Conviction 
against Bray and a sentence of three 
years imprisonment; is he aware that 
Constable Keegan afterwards at the 
police inquiry in Hossital in June last 
swore it was Sergeant Sheridan who 
burned the hay ; and ean he explain why, 
when Constable Keegan subsequently re- 
signed the police force, he received a 
gratuity from the Government. 
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at this institute such boys are debarred, 
provision being only made for those who 
are prepared to pay a fee amounting to 
£17 for the summer term, if he will take 
steps to hasten the supplementary pros- 
pectus as promised, providing for free 
places, and so enable poor boys who were 
prepared to offer themselves for examina- 
tion to avail themselves of the advantages . 


Questions. 


of the institution at an early date. 


Mr. ATKINSON : My right hon. friend 


has already stated that the supplemen- 
| tary prospectus, which will deal with the 
| course beginning in October next, will be 
| issued as soon as possible. 


Canal and Railway Rates in Ireland. 
Mr. REDDY (King’s Co., Birr): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


| aware that the members of the Birr No. 


1 District Council have protested against 
the proposed raising of rates on the 
canal and railway systems as being pre- 


judicial to business and farming and 
‘other interests; and, seeing that the 


action of the railway and canal companies 
in Ireland in this respect is at variance 
with the practice of similar companies in 
America, Australia, and other countries 
where railways carry farm produce at 


|low rates, whether he intends to take 


Government in this case has been dis- | 


cussed in detail by my right hon. friend. 
Itis not one that can properly be further 
discussed by means of Question and 
answer, and when a suitable opportunity 


again presents itself my right hon. friend | 


will be prepared to give any furtherexplan- 


the course adopted by the Government. 


Albert Institute, Dublin. 
Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.): 


| any action in the matter. 


Mr ATKINSON: The action of the. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The District Coun- 
cil have protested against the application 
to be made by the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company to the Rail- 
way Commissioners for their consent to 
increased rates. It has already been 


stated that the Department of Agricul- 


ations that may be required and to defend | ture will appear before the Railway Com- 


| missioners on behalf of aggrieved persons, 


Ibeg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
explain why the Board of Agriculture and 
Technica! Education for Ireland have so 
far departed from their programme of 
last year in regard to technical education, 
which provided for free places at the 
Albert Institute, Dublin, for a certain 
number of boys who had qualified for the 
entrance examination, and in view of 
the fact that in the session now opened 


and that the application will be heard 
after Easter. 


Forestry in Ireland. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
South of Ireland is being rapidly denuded 
of trees by the clearances of woods and 
plantations ; and whether, with a view 
to remedy this evil, it is proposed to take 
any, and, if so, what steps to assist 
County Councils in Ireland to carry out 
the planting of suitable waste lands. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The County Coun- 
cils of Ireland have power to include 
re-afforesting in any general schemes put 
forward by them for the consideration of 
the Department of Agriculture, and to 
support these schemes by financial assis- 
tance. I believe any project of the kind 
will be most favourably considered by 
the Department. 


Questions. 


CapTaIN DONELAN: Is_ the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that Ireland con- 
tributes £200,000 yearly towards the up- 
keep of publie parks in London ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


Mallaranny Foreshore Rights. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether the right to the foreshore, below 
low water mark, near Mallaranny, Co. 
Mayo, has been assigned to the owner of 
Rosturk Castle ; and, if so, for what 
consideration. Have the residents in the 
locality any rights over such foreshores ; 
and, if so, what are those rights. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Board 
of Trade have lately been advised that 
the Crown parted with its rights in the 
foreshore (7.¢., the shore between high and 
low water mark) near Mallaranny more 
than 200 years ago, but it is impossible 
tosay for what consideration. I am not 
able to give any information as to what 


rights (if any) the residents in the 
locality have over such foreshore. As 
regards the bed of the sea below low 


water mark at the place in question, the 
Board of Trade have not parted with the 
Crown rights, nor are they aware of any 
claim having been made thereto ? 


FPastnet Rock Lighthouse. 
DAVID MacIVER : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether the illuminant for the new 
lighthouse on Fastnet Rock, Co. Cork, 
and the characteristic appearance of the 
light have been decided upon ; and can 
he say when it is likely the new light 
will be ready for exhibition. 


Mr. 


‘Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
illuminant for the Fastnet Lighthouse 


{COMMONS} 


The | 


604 


a white light shown through a biform 
apparatus and giving one flash every five 
seconds. Iam informed by the Commis- 
sioners of Irish Lights that they expect 
the light to be exhibited at the end of the 
autumn of 1903. 


Questions. 


Dublin Sorting Office. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that the duty scheme introduced 
in the Dublin sorting offices last April 
has not given effect, as intended, to the 
Tweedmouth recommendation, — that 
officers performing split duties have an 
interval of nine clear hours at their own 
homes ; and that since the introduction 
of this scheme there has been an increase 
in extra duties; and, seeing that all 
officers performing extra duty are called 
upon to givea triple attendance; whether 
the Postmaster General will consider the 
making of an arrangement whereby a 
continuous eight hours attendance could 
be given. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : So 
far as regards the letter sorting office in 
Dublin, the scheme of April last has 
provided for a clear interval of at least 
nine-and-a-half hours off duty for each 
officer ; but in the parcel office there are 
still a few duties which do not admit of so 
long an interval. Under present cireum- 
stances it is not practicable to give all 
officers a continuous’ eight hours 
attendance. A revision of the sorting 
office force is, however, being prepared 
which will have the effect of atfording a 
full interval in all cases, and also of 
materially diminishing extra duty which 
has of necessity somewhat increased 
during the past year. 


University Education in Ireland. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Fizst 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can now 
state when the Royal Commission on 


University Education in Ireland are 
likely to produce their final Report. 
Sir‘M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir. The 


Commission will not be in session again 
until early next month, when the inqniry 
of the hon. Member will be brought 


will be oil, and the characteristic will be | before them. 


| 
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Business of the House. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
I wish to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer again with reference to the Orders 
of the Day. I notice he has put down the 
Civil Service Estimates. May we take it 
that that has simply been done as a matter 
of precaution, and that there is no idea of 
taking them? I wish also to know if he 
will give at least two days notice when 
it is intended to move Mr. Speaker out 
of the Chair on these Estimates. 


* Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 





and learned Gentleman is quite right; | 


the Civil Service Estimates have been put 
down as a matter of precaution, and I 
have no intention of taking them tonight. 


Perhaps I ind the House that [| 
st ca, Popa ep nthe the debate on Vote A is likely to be 


promised the other day, on the assumption 
that both Vote A and Vote 1 were passed 
by the end of tomorrow’s sitting, that I 
would place Monday at the disposal of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 


of the Opposition for the discussion of | 


the Motion of which he has given notice. 
I have no reason at present to anticipate 
that we may not be able to do that, but 
should it appear from the course of the 


debate to be necessary, I will move | 
the suspension of the 12 o’clock Rule on | 


Friday. 


sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): What will be the 
business for next week ? 


* Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The Report | 


stages of the Votes to be included in the 
Appropriation Bill. These 


render it | 
| 


necessary to adhere to the course sug- | 


gested, otherwise the discussion appointed | printed. 


for Monday will have to be postponed. 
I will, however, state tomorrow what 
will be the order of business. 


Mr. LOUGH: Why is it necessary to 
get these Votes before Monday? It has 
not been usual in other years. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I should like to ask whether, in 
the event of the discussion on the state- 
ment for the Secretary of War in its 
general aspect not being taken before Mr. 
Speaker is moved out of the chair, the 
Committee will have full opportunity of 
discussing it on either Vote A or Vote 1 

VOL. CIV. [FourTH SERIEs. | 
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* Sm M. HICKS BEACH: Certainly 


we shall endeavour to secure that. 


Mr. LOUGH: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not answered my Question. 


* Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I believe the 
course I suggested to be necessary in 
view of the other business we have 
before us. We haveto get the Report of 
several large Votes. 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that many hon. 
Members look upon the statement of the 
Secretary of War as the most important 
made since Mr Cardwell’s famous scheme, 
which was laid before the House previous 
to legislation ; and is he also aware that 


largely taken up on the Motion for a 
reduction of the number of men ? 


* Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 

I can only say that if these Votes are 

not obtained tomorrow, we shall have to 

proceed with them on Monday, and the 

debate on the Motion of the Leader of 

the Opposition will have to be adjourned. 
NEW BILL. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) BILL. 


“For the acquisition of certain land 
in Dublin as a site for a propesed Royal 
College of Science and other offices and 
buildings for the public service ; and for 
purposes connected therewith,” presented 
by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under 
Standing Order 31; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday next, and to be 
[Bill 113.} 


SUPPLY—COMMITTEE (ARMY 
ESTIMATES). 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [4th March], 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.”’ 


Question again proposed. 


*(4.295) Sir HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central), who had on the 
Paper the following Notice— 

‘To call attention to the organisation of the 


Volunteer Force, to the patriotic readiness 
with which it has furnished officers and men to 


Y 
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the Army in South Africa, to the difficulties it | formed service abroad was not con- 
labours under in the matter of rifle ranges, 
manceuvring ground, drill grounds, drill halls, | templated ; but any doubt as to their 


and finance,” ’ | willingness and ability to undertake 
_active service was dispelled in 1899. At 
said: I do not believe the House the time a very much larger number of 
will think that any apology is neces-|men was required than the War Office 
sary from me for having placed this | had at its command, and the Volunteer 
Notice on the Paper. The Secretary force promptly offered to augment the 
for War made extended references to the | field force. Many individuals and many 
improvement of the Volunteer force, regiments tendered their services, and 
and I have no doubt he will be glad of | although they were then rejected by the 
this opportunity to make more detailed War Office, a state of affairs arose in 
explanations of his scheme, for | am | what is known as the Black Week 
bound to say that his remarks on in December, 1899, which made it 
Tuesday, though not in any way intended quite evident that the calculations 
to reflect on the force as a whole caused of the War Office as to the force 
considerable pain to a very large number required were entirely erroneous and 
of individuals. 1 shall therefore have to | that a larger force would be necessary. 
claim the indulgence of the House while What did the Volunteer forces do? In 
I refer at length to this subject. I will, January, 1900 they raised and sent out 
however, compress my remarks as much | to South Africa 10,787 men at soldier's 
as possible. The right hon. Gentleman | pay and reinforced them in 1901 by 
was good enough to exempt the regiment 5,985 men, and they added 5,045 to the 
which I have the honour to command levies of Yeomanry. Nor is this all. If 
from a share in the observations he hon. Members consult the recruiting 
made, and I shall therefore approaeh returns they will see that every month 
this matter entirely from an impersonal | a very considerable number of Volun- 
point of view. I quite recognise that teers have joined the regu!ur army ; and 
there are regiments and regiments, and that between July and October last 800 
that all cannot be brought into that men joined the regular army from the 
state of efficiency which is possible in Volunteer force every month. That 
London where the corps are more con- shows what an admirable recruiting field 
centrated. Associated as I have been there is in the Volunteer forces for the 
with the command of a regiment for regular army, and that anything which 
twenty years, I cannot dissociate myself would increase the popularity of the 
from the general welfare of the force. Volunteers is a great and direct advan- 
Allow me to call attention to the pre- tage to the regular army. 
sent organisation of the Volunteer force. 
It consists of 222 battalions of infantry, 1 will deal first with the field 
68 regiments of artillery, 28 corps of force. There is a direct contribu- 
engineers, and 8 of the Volunteer Medical tion from the Volunteer forces 
Staff. In October last it mumbered to the field force in South Africa 
295,000, of whom 97,000 were returned | of no less than 22,000 men, besides 
as efficient and 22,000 proficient. Ex- | about 30,000 going from the volunteers 
cluding the pay of adjutants and indirectly, and that without counting 
sergeant-instructors, who are members| many men of the Imperial Yeomanry 
of the Regular Army, the Volunteer who did not join as volunteers. The 
force cost the country a little over | Secretary of State for War in introducing 
£1,000,000, and it is therefore one of | the Estimates said that there are just 
the cheapest armies in the world. The! under 5,000 volunteers at the present 
sum works out at £3 10s. per head, as| time in South Africa attached to the 
against over £100 a year for the regular | field force, but this does not include 
soldier, £8 for the militiaman, and £39 | several thousand volunteers serving at 
for the Imperial Yeoman. It has|the present time in the Imperial 
endeavoured to keep abreast of the| Yeomanry. After the observations of 
times, for in 1870, only 88 per cent. were | my right hon. friend, I must read a 
efficient, and there were only 8,000] short passage from a speech which Lord 
proficient. When the force was originally | Roberts, the Commander-in-Chief, made 
Sir Howard Vineent. 
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to the City Imperial Volunteers in| But, Sir, this disparagement was 
Pretoria on 2nd October. 1900. Hesaid—j| not confined to the observations 

‘* T have always been a firm believer in the | of my right hon. friend. An Army 
volunteer movement, and I have had strong | Order was issued on 16th January last, 


| 

convictions that some of the best material in | 9 H : 

: s nd there is a pa ; 

the Army is to be found in our Volunteer force. | d “ 7 passage in that Order 


The edmirable work now performed by C.I.V.’s which has given very great offence to 
and by the Volunteers attached to the regular | large numbers of the volunteer forces. 


battalions serving in South Africa and by the | I cannot say that I interpreted it so ad- 
Imperial Yeomanry had, [ rejoice to say, | 3 

proved that I was right, and that England, | versely myself, but it is undoubtedly 
relying as she does on the patriotic volunteer | offensive to others, because I have re- 
system for her defence, is resting on no broken ceived communications from command- 


reed. You have proved your worth, and now | ing officers in all parts of the country 
you return to receive the well-merited applause 


of your fellow-countrymen.” | pointing out the unfortunate wording of 
. ’ that Army Order. It reads that— 
Iam sorry to say that that applause was, F 
ee ¢ ; or some years the volunteer force has 
not car ried into the speech of my right | constantly claimed to be seriously accepted as 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for a reliable'andjorganised section of the Army for 
War on Tuesday last. General Smith- | home defence.’ 
Dorrien, one of the strongest Generals 
in South Africa, and now Adjutant- 
General of the Army in India, on 
September 28th, 1900, telegraphed to 
the City Imperial Volunteers as follows— 


I submit that all that the volunteer 
'forces have ever claimed was to en- 
| deavour to do their best according to the 
opportunities afforded them. What 
|view the military authorities take of it 

‘*No regiment of the Army in South Africa | 1S another matter ; but it is hardly fair 
has done more splendid work, and I have not to say that they constantly claim a 
only appreciated the honour of having them position to which they are not entitled 
under my command, but I have been given a | Id hink th y nee teed ; 
pleasure which I shall never forget. Up to the o not think that either or Roberts, 
last day some of the corps have been with me. | who spoke of the volunteers in the terms 
This little band of mounted infantry have, to J] have quoted, or the Adjutant-General, 


my mind, done the finest mounted infantry | Re . 
work I have seen in this campaign. For three General Kelly Kenny who was for some 


days they were our only mounted troops, the | time Inspector-General of the auxiliary 
Boers disputing position after position with | forces, was a party to that Army Order, 


rifles and guns, but such was the dash and skill | 97, that General 
with which Concannon worked his men that J ar eneral’ Turner, the present 


our advance was not even delayed. Goodbye, | inspector-General of the auxiliary forces 
and all the good luck they deserve, to the | Was a party to it. I express the feeling 
Volunteers.” ie the whole Volunteer force when 
One other quotation. On Saturday iast|I say that they have never had an 
there was another speech made to the | Inspector General more sympathetic, 
Volunteers in Birmingham, delivered by | more painstaking, and more anxious to 
Sir Reginald Pole-Carew,who commanded | do all he can for the welfare of the 
the brigade of Guards and a division for | auxiliary forces from the highest to the 
a considerable time in South Africa; in | lowest. I do happen to know who 
the course of which he made these | penned this Army Order, but I do not 
observations— | think I should mention any names, as I 
“‘Qn all occasions the Volunteers in his do not want to introduce any personal 
division proved themselves well worthy to serve | Matter into the question. All I can 
— bc cpr Ree en - Powe he | say isthat it was an unfortunate thing 
with re manienh ota Aaa in the field.” ose’ | that it was worded “5 _— and the 
speech of my right hon. friend coming 

Yet this is the force which was referred; on the top of it, has added to the 
to in well-meant but still disparaging | grievous feeling. In October last, the 
terms from that Table on Tuesday last. | Volunteer forces numbered 295,000 ; in 
I venture tosubmit to the House that | January these had fallen by 18,000. I 
the Volunteer force as a whole, so far from | am perfectly ready to admit that between 
deserving this disparagement after hav- | November and January there are always 
ing sent all these men to South Africa, |a number of resignations, but this year 
merited more generous observations from | they were very much in excess of any 
my right hon. friend. previous year, andthe recruits were very 


Y¥ 2 
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much fewer. My own regiment has at | justified in doing so. The Secretary 
the present time 370 men less than three of State for War will have an oppor- 
years ago. Many officers have become | tunity later on of explaining how this 
seriously alarmed at the calls made upon | Army Order was worded as it was. 
them by the new Rules of the War Office,| Now, if the House willallow me, I wish 
and some have taken offence against the | to call attention to one or two points in 
Order that has been issued. Take another connection with the Volunteer forces, 
regiment, with which I am acquainted— and to the very great difficulties which 
the Hallamshire Rifles. It has had | commanding officerslabour under. I do 
only one recruit this year compared with | not want to weary the House with 
over seventy in the same period of last details, but I may state generally that 
year. This statement was made to me a commanding oflicer is solely responsible 
last night by the Commanding Officer, for everything connected with the corps, 
who authorised me to quote it. And including its debts. Therefore, every- 
this is one of the best regiments in | thing connected with its finances or wel- 
Yorkshire and sent out repeated contin- | fare is of the most vital importance to him- 
gents to South Africa. I[ direct the self. [ will take the difficulties under 
attention of the Secretary of State for| which the Volunteer forces labour. 
War to the etfect which has been pro- First, as regards the rifle ranges. The 
duced by the wording of these new Rules, | War Office authorities quite rightly insist 
by the Army Order, and by the unfortu- | on a very high standard of musketry, but 
nate words which fell from the right it must be remembered that it is from 
hon. Gentleman himself. men whose time is not entirely at 
their own control. That standard has 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE For been continually increased, but side by 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey. Guildford): | side with that increase, the facilities for 
I hope that the hon. Member does not shooting have been absolutely diminished. 
mean to suggest that the Army Order, In all urban districts there is the very 
which he has carefully explained, though | greatest difficulty in obtaining any suit- 
without any authority, does not carry out | able range at all, especially for modern 
the views of the Commander-in-Chief or of | rifles. The commanding officer is entirely 
the Inspector-General of Volunteer forces responsible for all the arrangements for 
—that that Army Order, published under | carrying out the musketry course ; and 
Lord Roberts’ name, was published at he has to pay the rent of the ranges 
my instance and against the wishes of | out o the funds of the corps. Now, if 
the military authorities. the War Office authorities were to re- 
jlieve the Volunteer forces of their 
liability in this respect, and their respon- 
Gentleman to | sibility, not only for the rent of the 
responsibility for the Army | present and even longer ranges, but for 
| the provision of drill halls, then a great 
deal of the difficulty would disappear, 
Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. I have and they might reasonably exact a 
to take the responsibility for any Army higher standard. If the Volunteers, as 
Order issued ; but my hon. friend having | has been stated, are to shoot fifty more 
singled out all the officers, one by one, | rounds than at present in their musketry 
who he thought were not responsible | course, then the very greatest difficulty 
ior the Army Order, left the House to | will be experienced in fulfilling the re 
understand that I was responsible for that | quirements of the War Office. It takes a 
Order against the wishes of the Army | Volunteer practically a whole afternoon 
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*Str HOWARD VINCENT: I under- 
stand the right hon. 
disclaim 
Order. 





Board, and also for the remarks I made 
in introducing the Estimates which he 
does not altogether approve of. 


*Sm HOWARD VINCENT: It would 
be very easy for me to give the name of 
the officer who was the author of the 
Army Order, but I should not be 


Sir Howard Vincent. 


to fire a single course at the targets. 
When he arrives at the range, after 
having, with difficulty, obtained leave 
from his employer, he finds a great 
crowd of Volunteers there already, and 
very likely the weather becomes dark 
and unsuitable for shooting, and _ his 
whole time is wasted. I do hope my 








dle 
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right hon. friend will be most careful how these great innovations, it would not 
he increases the requirements; and that| have been much better, if he had 
he will really look at the matter from | consulted with a few officers who 
a practical point of view, and see whether | understand the force. The officers 
the Volunteers can fulfil them. are all anxious to work with him and 
As regards manceuvres, it is perfectly | to be efficient, but the injury which 
true that everybody who knows anything | is done by issuing these regulations, and 
about the subject, and still more any one | then having to appoint a Committee to 
who has seen anything of the South | see whether they are practicable, is very 
African War, will recognise that our| great. How much better it would 
maneuvring grounds are extremely | have been to have appointed the Com- 
small; and that for corps in towns it is, mittee first of all to see what should 
extremely difficult to find any adequate be done and then to do it carefully. 
space for field training. In London, with | Then there is the matter of these new 
its 30,000 Volunteers, there is scarcely a regulations emanating from an Order 
single place nearer than seven or eight |in Council. We all know the unfor- 
miles, where adequate field training can tunate circumstances under which my 
be practised in any shape or form. Even) right hon. friend was unable to be in 
when a regiment goes out, it finds the the House during the last days of the 
place occupied, and it is extremely diffi- last session. He had an admirable 
cult todo anything useful. This is the | representative in my noble friend the 
case, also, with regard to drill halls. It Financial Secretary, but it was quite by 
seems absurd, according to the regula-| accident that I found that this Order 
tions which have been issued, to require in Council had been put on the Table. 
that half the combatant officers and a Who was responsible for bringing it on, 
third of the men should be present in almost smuggling it on in the very last 
order that a parade should count. That days of the session, I do not know. It 
meant, in the case of his own regiment, | Was by accident I found it, and I came 
that thirty officers and 600 men should up a long distance from the country in 
be present; and if 599 men and thirty | order to call attention to it. My noble 
officers attend and the 600th cometh | friend, replying to my observations re- 
not, the regulation absolutely is that the | garding it on the Appropriation Bill, 
parade is not to count. As regards com- said— 
pany drill, the regulation is somewhat) «There was no intention of adhering to 
similar. Eighteen men and one commis- | them as hard and fast rules, and if it were 
sioned officer or sergeant was the old found that in any place the shoe pinched, 
seesher veauinel:: fast Jie: tun a something would be done to remedy it. As he 
; quired; but under neW | said, he could not give a pledge that the 
regulation, all the officers and men requests which had been made would be 
must be from the same company, and complied with; but he had it from his right 
the drill must include one commissioned hon. friend the Secretary for War to say that 
. ee in the autumn he would bring together all the 
officer, four non-commissioned officers, objections which ‘had been raised to his 
and twenty men. If twenty-four men scheme with regard to the Volunteers and lay 
attend and the twenty-fifth does not turn them, not before a Committee, but before those 
up, the ti $ the soentnéece is who were best able to advise him, and that in 
Ps ime 0 » me} | every case in which it was found that the 
entirely wasted. It is obvious that a objections could be met without loss of 
system such as that is absolutely imprac- | efficiency, they would be met in the fullest 
ticable. My right hon. friend, on my and frankest manner. 
calling his attention to this matter, | Therefore, after an observation of that 
appointed a Committee, of which the kind on behalf of the War Office, it was 
Financial Secretary to the War Office with some astonishment that the forze 
was a member, and the Under Secretary found these new regulations of so serious a 
of State President. That Committee character so suddenly issued. It is true 
has been sitting some time, and when my right hon. friend received a deputa- 
it reports, as I hope it will at an early tion, but when he received it 1 think 
date, to the Secretary of State, I trust none of his advisers were present. 
that some of these difficulties will dis- I am informed that the Inspector 
appear. But I would earnestly ask General of Auxiliary Forces was not with 
the Secretary of State if, before making him. Whether that was so or not, I do 








615 Supply—( Army 


not know, because I was not in this | 
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My right hon. friend must allow me 


country at the time; but I have been to call his serious attention to certain 


told that his advisers on the Volunteer | matters connected with finance. 


Of all 


force were not with him on that occasion. | things, the War Office ought to keep faith 


I have already dealt with the question of | 


with the auxiliary forces, not alone the 


ranges and drill halls, and will only add | auxiliary forces in the field, but with the 


that drills will be rather difficult, if the | 
War Office require, and I think they are | 
right in requiring, a more extended | 
training than in the past; but it is their | 
paramount duty to provide places where 
we can drill. If not, they have no right 
to insist on these hard and fast rules. | 
If they do, they must give us facilities , 
for carrying out the regulations. These' 
conditions do not apply so much to! 
country corps as to metropolitan and 
urban corps. They are very vital | 
indeed, and attention ought to be given | 
to them. My right hon. friend the! 
Secretary of State for War made a state- | 
ment the other day with reference to 


‘£1. 


certain corps. No doubt sage corps are | 
well managed and some are badly man- | 
aged. But in a very large number of | 


men—295,000, with 400 separate units— 


of course it is obvious, whether they be | 


regular or auxiliary forces, that there 
must be corps and corps. We all know 
that with the regular Army, as with the 


Militia and Volunteers, some regiments | 


But 


are better managed than others. 


the matter of finance is at the bottom of | 


the whole thing. I may explain to the 
House, as many hcn. Members cannot 
possibly be aware of it, that the whole 
burden of finance falls on the command- 
ing officer, and that anything which 
diminishes very materially the capitation 
grant deprives him of a considerable 
portion of his income, with the result 
that he does not know where he is, or 
how to make his engagements. He 
cannot rent increased premises or in- 
creased range accommodation, he has 
to be extremely careful to save every 
penny he possibly can, and he cannot 
enter into any future contracts. Every 
one acquainted with the Volunteer force 
knows that there is great competition 
for range and drill hall sites, manceuvr- 
ing grounds and so on, and if a comman- 
der wishes to obtain them, he must be 
very sharp and active indeed, and be 
prepared to enter into a lease for a num- 
ber of years. He cannot do that unless 
the financial position of the corps is 
absolutely secure. 


Sir Howard Vincent. 


Volunteers and Militia. My regiment, like 
others, was encouraged to form a mounted 
infantry company two years ago, and we 
were given ten days, or a fortnight, with 
which to raise a mounted infantry corps 
of 180 men. We were told, if we did 
that, we would be entitled to a capitation 
grant of £4 a year, and saddlery and 
accoutrements. Myhon.and gallant friend 
behind me(Col. Denny),andothercomman 
ding officers, as well as myself, raised com- 
panies on these conditions, and, suddenly, 
without a moment’s notice, we found the 
capitation grant cut down, first to theordi- 
nary grant, and then it was increased to 
But we had entered into contracts to 
stable the horses and to keep the saddlery, 
and we engaged men for a term of four 
years, on condition that there should 
be a £4 capitation grant. The same 
remark applies to the cyclists. We 
engaged to form a cyclist company, 
116 or 120 strong, and we were to 
have an extra capitation graut of £2 
per head. We formed the Company, 
but there again the grant was cut down 
by ahalf. We had to keep faith with the 
men, and the War Office does not keep 


| faith with us, and we do not know where 


we are. 

Sir, we all appreciate the hard 
work and industry of my right hon. 
friend, but I do earnestly urge on him 
to pay attention to these matters, if he 
values the Volunteers at all. If he does 
not value the Volunteer force, he has a 
very simple remedy in his hands. The 


_ Volunteers have sent thousands of men 


to South Africa, and 30,000 to the 
regular Army. We have done our best 


for 40 years, but if my right hon. friend 


does not believe any more in the Volun- 
teers, and if he wants compulsory service, 
we are all of us quite ready. We have 
no personal motive to serve, we receive 
no pay, we have nothing to gain ; and 
if the country does not require us, I am 
quite sure we are all quite ready to take 
our discharge or whatever the right term 
is, although we hope it will not come to 
that. Ifmy right hon. friend is convinced 


‘that compulsory service is the thing 
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necessary, let him say so. Some hon. | volunteer banquets and officers’ dinners, 
Members are of that opinion. I do not he toldit to me privately once, and this is 
say whether my right hon. friend is right | the third time I have heard it, and I am 
or not, but if he is, let him not under- | weary thereof. It wasa story of his under- 
minethe Volunteer force tointroduce com- | graduate days. I daresay we all did extra- 
pulsory service by a side wind. We are) ordinary things in our undergraduate 
entitled to some little thanks and fair treat- and in our younger days which we should 
ment for all our services during forty | notdonow. Butin one thing] can make 
years. Weadmire my right hon. friend’s| his mind easy. He was doubtful if he 


gift of language; he found it very easy | ought to refund £2 10s. conscience 





the other night to tell the House good | 
stories and to have the laugh of the) 
House with him. My right hon friend, | 
1 think, should have reflected on the | 
great pain which stories of this character 
are calculated to give, not only to those 
who are doing their best, but also 
to the 7,000 or 8,000 men who are 

living irksome lives in South Africa. 

Many of them gave up civil employment, 

and I am sure the right hon. Gentleman 

did not mean anything very serious by , 
his observations. 


Mr. BRODRICK : My hon. and gallant 
friend will recollect that I particularly 
explained to the House that the observa- 
tions which I made had reference to a 
very few corps—the worst managed corps 
—and had no reference whatever to the 
great body of volunteers throughout the 
country, and I particularly added that it 
would be impossible to bring those corps 
up to the level of efficiency merely by 
increasing the amount of money paid to 
them. 


*Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Iam glad 
to hear the observation that has fallen 
from my right hon. friend, but I still 
think it would be better to improve the 
corps. The commanding officer is only 
appointed for four years, and if it is 
desirable to remove him sooner it is quite 
possible to do it, but do not turn into 
ridicule the whole force for simply the 
defects of one or two corps. A private 
Member’s words do not have much effect, 
but, speaking as a Minister of War in this 
way, whose words are printed verbatim in 
allthe papers throughout this and every | 
country in the Empire, it does a great. 
deal of harm. I am sure my right hon. 
friend will be gladto have this opportunity 
to correct any misapprehension. I must 
touch on the three stories. In regard to 
the old ‘‘ chesnut,” which relates to him- | 
self, and which he delights in telling at | 


money for his capitation grant to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. [ do not 
know when my right hon. friend was at 
Oxford, but the capitation grant was not 
given until 1873, so that if it was before 
that he need not do so. But what was 
true of the force in 1875 is not true of 
the force in 1902. The force has greatly 
improved, and does everything it can 
to improve itself, and we do not 
think the old stories of which Punch 
had so many pictures in other days 
should be reproduced today. There 
were two other stories, one of a command- 
ing officer who was sent for to confer 
with the Secretary of State, and who 
charged his expenses. 


Mr. BRODRICK: He was not sent for. 
He said he came up. 


*Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I begmy 
right hon. friend’s pardon; he came up, 
but he came on duty and he charged his 
expenses. But I have always understood 
when the Secretary of State or the Under- 
Seoretary of State or any officials of the 
War Office go anywhere on duty they 
always charge their expenses. Then 
there was another officer who made 
payments to his corps at the expense of 
the corps. We ought to have the 
particulars of that case, and if they are 
not satisfactory the officer ought to be 
brought to book. I should think very 
likely upon inquiry we should find it was 
only giving food to the men after a long 
march or several hours of duty, and, if so, it 
was a proper thing to do. But let us have 
the particulars, do not attempt to throw 
ridicule on the force with two or three 
stupid stories of other days. I will not 
detain the House at further length, be- 
cause there areothers who want, I know, to. 
speak. I put a Motion down on the 
Paper, but as I understand I cannot take 
a division on it, it is not necessary to 
move it. If it had been possible to take 
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a division I would move it. But I was 
only anxious to draw attention to the 
difficulties under which the Volunteers 
labour. The country is, I believe, 
attached to the Volunteer force, and has 
no intention whatever of dispensing with 
that force, at any rate at the present time, 
or supplementing it by any other force. 
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Mr. CHARLES SPENCER 


*(5.5.) 


(Northamptonshire, Mid): [know ought | 


to apologise to the House for intervening 
in this debate, more especially as the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down 
said that while the Volunteers were only 
valued at £3 10s., the Yeomanry were 
valued at £39. I admit that I am but 
humble and lowly, but at the same time 
I must enter my protest against the 
remark the right hon. Gentleman made 
on Tuesday night last. Let not the right 
hon. Gentleman think for a moment 
that we did not see that his words were 
intended to be humorous. The House 
laughed—it ‘s very difficult to make 
the House laugh—and the right hon. 
Gentleman must have credit for having 
made it laugh. But outside the House 
considerable harm has been done to the 
force, I have heard, by the remarks, 
humorous as they may have been, made by 
the right hon. Gentleman. I do not believe 
the right hon. Gentleman intendedtospeak 
con‘emptuously of the force, but his 
words published broadcast throughout 
the country have done -reat harm. Take 
one case that I know, take the recruiting. 
Is_ it likely that men will come 
forward to join as recruits when the 
chief of the army in this country is 
laughing at the whole of the force? 
Recruiting is hard at all times I know. 
At the present time it is extremely hard. 
Is it likely, when we are doing all we can 
to increase the efficiency of this force, 
that men will come forward and join it 
when remarks, which I confess I think 
were unfortunate, are made by the 
Secretary of State in this House. The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke of efficiency 
rather as if he himself and Lord Roberts 
were under the impression that no volun- 
teer had any idea of efficiency. We spend 
our time and money in trying to procure 
efficiency, and we try to make the 
volunteer forces as efficient as a volunteer 
force can be, and though the volunteer 
forces may be inefficient the country calls 


Sir Howard Vincent. 
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| upon them to perform duties for which 
‘it is necessary they should be efficient, 
| There is one reason why I feel hurt by 
the remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 
‘last Tuesday. I am connected with just 
'as good a regiment as the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman who has just spoken. 
‘I do not think it is quite so large in 
‘numbers, but I think it is as good a 
regiment as can be met with coming 
from the rural districts. Does the right 
hon. Gentleman know the enormous 
difficulties we have in the rural districts 
to arrive at proper efficiency in a 


volunteer force? Take the case of 
my own company: men live miles 
from the headquarters and come 
seven or eight miles to drill, and 


then, with regard to ranges, they go 
miles to the new range which happily 
we have been able to secure. All these 
difficulties and the train facilities on 
which our voiunteer force largely de- 
pends should be, I think, considered by 
the right hon. Gentleman and the War 
Office. But I know this late volunteer 
order has done a great deal of harm; 
it has discouraged the men and has 
taken the heart out of some of the older 
volunteers who are anxious to remain 
in the force. Nobody expects a volunteer 
force to be as splendid in its drill arrange- 
ments as the guards, but though we are 
not quite so good as the guards, I am 
not sure that we are much behind them, 
and I will guarantee some volunteers to 
make as good a show as any regulars 
we have sent out to South Africa. What 
I want to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
and the War Office generally is not to 
treat the difficulties of the volunteer 
officers in an unsympathetic and con- 
temptuous manner. We do not claim 
large sums of money for what we do. 
Believing «s I do the enormous import- 
ance of the volunteer movement, I 
cannot sit down without saying I feel 
somewhat sore at the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s remarks. 


*(5.10.) CoLonEL DENNY (Kilmar- 
nock Burghs): On Tuesday the House 
had the pleasure of listening to a speech 
by the Secretary of State for War, 
which in many of its parts was masterly, 
being a frank recognition of the faults 
of our system, and a fearless indication 
of how that system could be put right. 
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It was an acknowledgment that up till | force, and our gratitude to that great 
now our soldier has been underpaid, | constitutional body of men is heightened 
that his terms of service have been too by the fact that for so many years 
long, that in fact the War Office has ‘their excellencies remained unknown to 
been mistaken. Such a frank acknow-|the War Office, of whom they were 
ledgment of error will always bring for- | the ill-treated and despised step-children. 
giveness. The speech will be celebrated, | Touching next on the Yeomanry, the 
I think, for the historical research | Secretary of State suid not a word 
which was brought to bear in the|that we cannot endorse. I think if 
hunting for arguments to support the he looks over the list of those who 
right hon. Gentleman’s theory. The} have gone out in that wonderful force 
House dived with him into the ashes of | he will find not a few names who are 
the Norman Conquest, to have dis-| on the rosters of Volunteer regiments 
interred a story of how the head of the! Sir, it is when we come to the 
then War Office, William Rufus, treated | “Cinderella” of the War Office— 
10,000 unfortunate volunteers. We)shoved into that position vice the 
panted after him down the centuries. | Militia promoted —that the Secretary 
as, skipping sometimes two or three| of State and every Volunteer in this 
hundred years, the Secretary of State | House and in the country part com- 
artistically brought out in strong relief| pany. I have seen many creations of 
the iniquities and incapacities of ad-| nature dancing. I have seen the little 
animal, the tiny but graceful creature, 


ministrations, which tended to throw 
up in a strong light the work and the| skipping from flower to flower, hardly 
importance of the existing establishment | leaving a trace on the petal of where 
in Pall Mall. Sir, no one in this House, | its foot touched; and I have seen the 
I think, grudges the Secretary of State| other animal, the pachyderm, whose 
his triumph over the dead and gone— | terpsichorean evolutions were a standing 
thank Heaven, dead and gone! effects| menace to the feet of unwary by- 
of the Peninsular and Crimean Wars. |standers. So is it with the play of 
We are thankful that we live in| human wit. There is the wit which 
brighter and in better times, and that | pierces like a needle, a momentary 
we find ourselvesin more capable hands. | pang. and it is gone, having served 
The world has been improving all| its purpose, without leaving an indica- 
round ; the country has not stood still, | tion of where it had taken effect; and 
and it would have been a pity if the| there is the wit, whose lightest touch 
War Office had been the one institution | weighs a hundredweight, and which 
that had made no progress. when lifted has left a bruise which is 
In the Secretary of State’s description of | difficult to heal and very much more 
what is to be done for the soldier, I think | difficult to forgive. That exemplifies 
the House must have gone with him as a|the treatment which the foree that 
whole. We do recognise that with the|I am proud to be connected with met 
present wages in industry you cannot | at the hands of the Secretary of State 
expect men to take service with the|in his speech. The Secretary of State 
Regulars, only to be thrown out when|speaks about our not being efficient 
too old to commence a trade, fit for|enough. Have we ever refused to meet 
nothing but labourers. The Secretary | the demands of the War Office? I defy 
of State has taken a proper step. A man|the Secretary of State to bring an 
when he leaves at the end of three years | instance. I admit that as to this last issue 
will not now be too old to learn a trade. | of regulations we question the advis- 
If he leaves at the end of eight years| ability of having a series of cast-iron 
he will have had opportunities of | rules issued from an already over-worked 
saving, and | presume he will still | Department, in the midst of a great war, 
have the power of re-engaging to| and harassed by such events as everyone 
complete his twenty-one years. All the | regrets. But there was no denial of our 
right hon. Gentlenan said about the Army | intention to work for efficiency, and if we 
we are thankful for and proudly endorse. | are to be accused of inefficiency let it be 
His compliments to the Militia are | done in such a way that it gives no u 
reiterated by us who belong to a junior | necessary offence. 
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What were the stories brought for- 
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War? First of all, he accused former 
Secretaries of State for War—I see one 
opposite—and others about having said 
smooth things about the Volunteers, 
because they are a popular force, and 
because they wanted themselves to court 
popularity, while he is prepared to run 
counter to every popular feeling, for the 
sake of telling what he thinks to be the 
truth. I admire candour, but when a 
member of an administration boasts of 
possessing candour at the expense of his 
colleagues, I do not so much approve of 
it. Let me recite a few of the 
stories very shortly—I hope the House 
will allow me to do so—because I think 
it is better we should have this question 
of the Volunteers thrashed out once and 
for all, so that we may know where we 
stand. First of all, we have a story of 
what, according to the heading in a news- 
paper the next morning, are “Pious 
Frauds,” and the first one has been com- 
mitted by the Secretary of State himself. 
When in Oxford, he yielded to the bland- 
ishments of a commanding officer to per- 
sonate an absent sergeant, thereby doing 
the Government out of £2 10s. The 
Secretary of State, who was then, 
according to himself, an innocent under- 
graduate, did not know what he was 
doing. Sir, there is an amphibious body 
of men in His Majesty’s service, whose 
depét I think is at Portsmouth, who have 
archives for stories of that description. 
There is then the story of bankrupt 
regiments—for I beseech the House to 
remember that the right hon. Gentleman 
was not in the singular number—that 
bankrupt regiments out of their want of 
cash have been in the habit of spending 
money on entertainments to their friends. 
If that is going on, it can be checked 
every year by the auditors’ department 
in the accounts we have to render in 
great detail, and if it has not been 
checked it is the fault of the War 
Office; but that it prevails to any extent 
at all is to my mind absolutely not the 
ease. Wethen have the story of falsifica- 
tion of registers. Might I recall to the 
mind of the right hon. Gentleman that 
these registers are not kept by volunteers; 
that it is the duty of the regular soldiers 


attached to the regiment to keep those | 
registers ; and that it is the duty of the. 


Colonel Denny. 
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ward by the Secretary of State for|to supervise 
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those non-commissioned 
officers? In shooting at the volunteer 
| pigeon the right hon. Gentleman has hit 
the regular crow. I do not like tu quoques ; 
it is not a nice form of argument, but 
it is forced upon me. The next is 
_about some sergeant-instructor, who 
|appears to have been the “Pooh 
_Bah” of his regiment, filling every 
office in turn. He made himself pay 
clerk, for which he drew an indefinite 
number of shillings; he made himself, or 
was made, orderly room clerk, for which 
he drew ls. a day, and he then voted 
himself into the position of assistant to 
himself, for which he paid himself 
another 3d. a day. This was—if he 
were an instructor, which I think 
‘the right hon. Gentleman said—a 
regular soldier, employed in the orderly 
room, where the adjutant (another regu- 
lar soldier) is all-powerful. 

Are not these stories just a littletoo thin! 
Are they good enough to bring before this 
House to raise alaugh? Weare not allas 
gifted in the matter of raising laughs, but 
we feel them long after the echo of laugh- 
ter has died away. What causes a man 
to join the Volunteers? It is not the 
pay; thereis no pay. I have never been 
paid afarthing, nor has any one of my men 
touched a farthing, from the year 1859 
to the year 1900, when we got the pay 
of our rank, when we gave up our 
holidays and left our work for a fortnight. 
It cannot be the shooting, because 
although the shooting average of Volun- 
(eers, considering the opportunities they 
have, is high, there are not 20 per cent. 
who shoot for pleasure. It is not the 
uniform, for many of the uni orms are 
singularly unattractive, and those that 
are a little bit gay are difficult. to keep 
clean. What is it, Sir? Itis patriotism. 
It is the innate soldierly feeling of the 
country that induces men to give their 
names in for a service which, when all is 
said and done, is the cheapest in the 
world. The cost of the Volunteers is 
something like from £3 10s. to £4 
per man perannum. The whole force of 
the volunteers is maintained, I believe, 
at a smaller cost than the Brigade of 
Guards. And what have we done? We 
have saved the country, in conjunction 
with our brother volunteers from the 
Colonies and in the Yeomanry; we 
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stepped between the country and disaster, | lease at £100 a year, which cost me 
for there is not a regular soldier in the | £2,200, so that I have in twenty-five 


War Office—not even the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, who is not a soldier 
—who would deny that but for the 


Volunteers from here and elsewhere this | 
country would be in a very different situa- | 


tionto-day. Asamere incident the right 
hon. Gent’eman mentioned our saving 
the country from conscription—as if it 
were nothing to be proud of. 
haps it is not. But be that so or not, we 
have done it. We have sent 23,000 men 
out to South Africa at a shilling a day. 
There is not a regiment in the country 
that has not sent some men to the front. 
We may be of use, or we may not. But 
] would take the country’s verdict on that 
sooner than I would take the right 
hon. Gentleman’s. We may have 
claimed too much, or we may not have 
claimed enough. In a question of 
claims we have generally not pushed 
ourselves forward, but you have no 
right to make such a force as this exist 
on charity, and that is what it is 
largely doing. 

Hon. Members might have gathered 
from the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 
that money was wasted on the Volunteers. 
Itis not wasted on the Volunteers. There 


Well, per- | 


is not an officer in the service who has ' 


not had taken out of his pocket since 
he joined as much as an officer of his 
rank in the army receives in pay. 
Take the case of my own regiment— 
and I do not quote it from any 
egotistical motive, but merely because 
it is the one 1 know best. [I am put 
upon the same platform as any other 
regiment in the Metropolis here, who, 
I know, are hard enough put to it. 
But the average Metropolitan regiment, 
either here, in Glasgow, Edinburgh, 
or Liverpool, has, as a rule, one drill 
hall, half a dozen instructors at the 
outside, very often a joint range with 
others, or sometimes the use of Govern- 
ment ranges. What is my case? My 
regiment numbers over 1,500. I 
have eleven drill halls, of which I have 
hired three, and built eight or bought 
them at an average cost of £1,500 
apiece. I had twelve ranges, and when 
the Government introduced a new rifle, 
they turned me out of nine, and the! 
landlord put me out of a tenth. I had | 
to build a range on a twenty-five years | 


years to wipe off the cost of the range, 
as well as the rent and interest. And 
how is it done? In financial difficul- 
ties there are three ways which a man 
may adopt. He can beg, he can 
borrow, or he can steal. Most finan- 
ciers adopt one, perhaps two, of the 
three. Most Volunteer officers do the 
lot. They beg from their friends, as 
I have cleared drill halls before now; 
they borrow from the bank; and I 
suppose bazaars and sales of work are, 
after all, only a genteel way of stealing. 
During the last Administration. when 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland had the 
duty of expounding the Estimates, 
we were always sure of a sympathetic 
hearing. He never asked us to do any- 
thing that was not done cheerfully, 
and the cost to the country was 
not great. I wish the House to 
note the position a commanding officer 
is put in connection with his drill 
halls. So long as there is a penny of 
debt on a drill hall so long does the War 
Office insist on the officer bearing the 
brunt of the debt. But whenever the 
drill hall is clear of debt—by whatever 
means, whether by the process of 
mendicancy, borrowing, or theft—that 
drill hall becomes the property of the 
country. Sir, I have cleared drill halls— 
not one nor two—by bazaars, and the 
moment the money is paid into the 
bank, title deeds have been made out in 
my name as representing the Govern- 
ment. 

Sir, I have kept the 
long. The House is 
good to young Members, and I 
don’t want to weary it. [Cries of 
‘““Go on.”’] But, as I said before, we 
had better understand the position 
we arein. Either we are to be recognised 
as an integral part of the forces of this 
country. or we are not. Either we are to 
be treated as rational beings, able and 
entitled to rank alongside our brethern 
of the Regulars, Yeomanry, or Militia, 
or we are not. Sir, I could go on telling 


House too 
always very 


_ stories ; I could bring up the scandals of 
_ the Mounted Infantry, in which the War 


Office never knew its own mind for six 
weeks together. The scandal of my 
first of all being entreated to raise 
mounted men, then told to disband 
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them, then an attempt made to starve 
us into submission to the War Office by 
breaking faith with us in our arrange- 
ments, then the re-establishment of the 
Mounted Infantry by Royal Warrant, 


and finally the orders to do a glorious | 


and consecutive system of training 
for which no money  was_ to 
be received. Sir, I could multiply these 


instances, but what is the use? This 
House knows the kind of thing 
as well as I do. But I think 
I am entitled to appeal to the) 


right hon. Gentleman for a little justice 
and mercy towards a force which the 
War Office now appears to despise, or at 


the very best does not certainly properly | 


recognise. In the old bad days there 
was a strong unpleasant feeling between 
the Regulars and the Volunteers. In 
the last administration it died out to a 


great extent, and we hoped it had gone | 
Sir, it is reviving under the | 
fostering care of the right hon. Gentle-| 
1 appeal to this House to let us| 
have a definite decision as to what we | 


for ever. 
man. 


are to expect. Are we, who have done 
so much for the country, to be starved, 


to be looked upon as absolutely inefficient, | 


to be derided, to have our work rendered 
absolutely impossible, or are we to have 
a chance of showing really what we can 
do under sympathetic and intelligent 
administration ? 


(5.38.) Mr. FREDERICK WILSON | 
(Norfolkshire, Mid), said that as 
an old Volunteer he was very 


sorry to hear the tone adopted by 


the right hon. Gentleman, because 
incidents like those he referred to were 


within the knowledge of all Volunteer. 


Officers. On the occasion referred to by 


the Secretary for War at Oxford, he| 


seemed to have been a most admirable 
‘Pious Fraud.” With regard to the 
Volunteer Reserve he thought there 
ought to bea much better qualification 
than had been proposed. He understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to propose 
that the qualification should be atten- 
dance at the range once in two years, 
but he did not think that was sufficient 
and it should be at least attended once 
in twelve months. He knew from his 
Volunteer experience that rifle shooting 
was a great incentive to join the ranks, 
and he sincerely hoped that something 
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| would be done in the direction he had 
\indicated. Only within the last few 


weeks they had heard of the closing of 
another great rifle range in Essex. 
Ranges in this country were steadily 
disappearing, and unless something was 
done to give Volunteers effective ranges 
he did not think they could hope to 
obtain a thorough efficient force. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentlemen would 
take up the question of rifle clubs so 
that they would not have to rely so 
much upon a standing army as upon 
a trained nation. He had been the 
captain of two rifle clubs, and they 
were of great use in teaching men who 
were unable to join a volunteer corp 
how to use a rifle. When a man had 
learned the use of a rifle he was half 
qualified for a soldier, and a month's 
drill in a camp would make him as 
good a soldier as the Boer was today. 
The Boers were a nation of volunteers, 
and they ought to encourage the English 
people to make as good material for 
soldiers as the Boers had done in South 
| Africa. One of the particular demands 
of the rifle club was to be able to get 
more rifles and more ammunition upon 
cheaper terms. At the present time it 
was left to American gentlemen, like 
Mr. Astor, to assist rifle clubs. By 
establishing more miniature ranges they 
would revive the spirit of the “ sixties,” 
when every young man used to think 
it was necessary for him to be able to 
handle a rifle. Rifle-shooting in the 
‘sixties ” took the place of many of those 
games which were so popular in this 
country at the present moment. When 
the war in South Africa was over, he 
trusted that it would be a long time 
before they entered upon another. 
During that interval he hoped the 
| Volunteer Army would assume far 
greater proportions than now. The 
| Volunteers were established simply for 
| home defence. It was not likely that 
|England would be invaded at a day's 
‘notice, and if they had a lot of men 
trained in shooting, they would be very 
| useful to defend the country. He hoped 
‘that the War Office, whatever they did 
‘for the Regular Army, would do all 
‘in their power to foster that love of 
‘patriotism which was inherent in the 
English race, and it should be impressed 
upon every Englishman that it was his 
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bounden duty to be prepared, in case | 
of need, to fight for the land in which | 
he lived. 
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*(5.45.) Mr. WYLIE (Dumbarton- | 
shire): I have a notice on the Paper— 

“To call attention to the order demanding 
longer and more arduous training of the 
Voiunteer forces without corresponding aug- 
mentation of allowances and facilities, which, 
it is believed, will seriously reduce these 
forces ; whilst the growing necessities of the 
Empire require a large increase both of their 
numbers and efficiency, which should be secured 
by a substantial increase of capitation and 
other allowances and of facilities for drill and 
shooting.” 
This is substantially the same as the 
Amendment placed on the paper earlier 
in session and unanimously approved by 
eighty Commanding Officers of Volunteer 
regiments from all parts of the country, 
and which they were very anxious to have 
debated on the Address, but which, on 
account of the exigencies of the Govern- 
ment, could not then be discussed. Since 
that time there has been a Committee 
appointed for the purpose of investigating 
the whole subject, but I think a debate 
on the floor of this House will be of great 
advantage to the cause. The authors of 
the new regulations are, I believe, 
anxious that they should be criticised, for 
they say that “the operation of the 
regulations will be carefully watched, 
and that any Amendments which ex- 
perience shows to be desirable will be 
effected.”’ It is for the purpose of giving 
a few hints in connection with this 
subject that I have deemed it necessary 
to speak on the present occasion. I quite 
concur with the remarks of my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Central 
Sheffield when speaking of the paragraph 
in the new regulations to the effect that 
“for some years past the Volunteers have 
constantly claimed to be seriously accepted 
as a reliable and organised section of the 
Army for home defence. It has now 
been determined that the responsibility 
claimed shall be realised.” The paragraph 
further sets forth that 
requires that a suitable standard of 
military training shall be secured, in 
return, for the outlay of public 


money.’ Now, I venture to say that no| 


other State. ancient or modern, has ever 
secured a better return for the public 
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am quite certain that, with few excep- 
tions, the whole country recognises 


them as a reliable, organised, and most 


important section of the 


Army for 
home defence. 


I am glad to say 


‘that it is very fortunate for us that 


foreign nations so recognise them also. 
I think the phrasing of this para- 
graph is a very good example of the War 
Office depreciation of the Volunteer force, 
and I was very sorry to read the state- 
ment, especially after the long process 
of starvation to which they have been 
subjected. 


Let me _ give only two instances 
of the starving process which the 
Volunteers have been subjected to. Just 
the other day we were informed that the 
Runymede rifle range was threatened 
with sale—a range which has been used 
by thirty volunteer regiments in and 
around the Metropolis, and who have 
no other opportunity of practising their 
shooting. The War Office coolly replied 
that as the range was not required for 
Regulars or Militia, the best thing the 
Volunteer colonels could do was to buy 
it themselves in their own interest. | 
hope, however, that thestrong representa- 
tions which have been made to the War 
Office in connection with this range 
will be given effect to and that it will 
be retained for the benefit of the Volun- 
teers. The other instance of the process 
of starvation was this: an able Volun- 
teer colonel told me that last year he 
went to Hanover and there visited a 
museum of antiquated instruments of 
war. He found there the very gun 
which his own brigade had still in use. 
That speaks for the parsimony with 
which the Volunteer force is treated. It 
is an example of the contempt, neglect 
and parsimonious treatment to which 
they have been subjected at the hands 
of the War Office. 

I was very sorry to find my right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State on Tuesday 


last adopting a toneof disparagement 
“the State. 


towards the Volunteer force. In fact, his 


'whole statement in regard to the Volun- 


teers was most disappointing with the 
exception of his proposal for a Reserve. 
He disclosed a most admirable and 


liberal policy in connection with the 
regular army—a policy which, I venture 
money expended than the British nation | 
has done in its Volunteer force, and I | 


to say, will, in conjunction with his re- 
organisation scheme, add his name to 
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the list of great reforming War Secre- 
taries. The right hon. Gentleman will 
ever be popular with the soldiers as the 
man who has secured for them the 
largest increase of pay ever granted to the 
rank and file of the British Army. 
disclosed that policy towards the Regulars 


Supply—( Army 


in an able and statesmanlike speech, | 


which, however, I have no. hesitation 
in saying, was marred by his rather 
antiquated jokes in regard to the 
Volunteers. For every funny story 
about the Volunteers, we could give 
him twenty more racy about the 
Regulars and the Militia, and fifty still 
more racy about the hypercritical War 
Office itself, but this is not the time 
for sarcastic anecdotes about the various 
branches of the Service. It is rather 
the time for serious consideration of 
how all can best be united and utilised 
for the defence of the Empire. I believe 
that the new regulations indicate an 
honest attempt on the part of the 
Secretary for War and the Commander- 
in-Chief to improve the efficiency of the 
Volunteers. But these gentleman have 
been so much occupied with the practical 
conduct of the war, and with their 
duties in connection with the reorgani- 
sation of the Army, that they have not 


had time to go into the details of this | 
question, and they have committed the | 


very great blunder of exacting greater 


duties from the Volunteers without a! 


corresponding increase of allowances and 
facilities. But I do not attach so much 


importance to the facetious remarks of | 


the Secretary of State in connection 
with the Volunteers as some of my 
hon. friends who have spoken before me, 
because I have noticed that the right 
hon. Gentleman is, sometimes, not able 
to refrain from jocosities, even at the 
expense of serious subjects for the pro- 
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be put in by every Volunteer before he 
goes into camp. Formerly no com- 
pulsory drills were demanded from 
Volunteers who went into camp. | 
quite concur with the hon. Member for 
the Mid Division of Northamptonshire, 
that this regulation would very materi- 
ally reduce the strength of the Volunteer 
force if unaccompanied by an increase of 
allowances and facilities for drill. I have 
not now the advantage of being in the 
active Volunteer service. My interest in 
the Volunteers arises from an old con- 
nection, but I have still the advantage of 
being in close touch with many able con- 
manding officers of Volunteers in various 
parts of the country, and from every one 
of them I have received information tothe 
same effect. I will not weary the House 
with quotations from the 'etters I -have 
received, but I will simply state what I 
learn from them and from other sources 
of information. Many Volunteer colonels 
believe that those demands will result in 
a reduction in the force of 25 per cent., 
some say 40 or 50 per cent. and others say 
60 per cent. ; assuming that the reduc- 
tion amounts to the minimum of 25 per 
cent. the Volunteer force will be reduced 
to 200,000. I think the fact has been over- 
looked that many Volunteer regiments 
even with their present numbers have 
not sufficient money for their require- 
ments. When these numbers are materi- 
ally reduced the capitation grant will be 
reduced and many of our regiments will 
be threatened with bankruptcy and some 
of them even with extinction. Under 
these circumstances I think it would 
have been wise if the Government had 
'made arrangements for increasing the 
efficiency of the Volunteer force by in- 
creasing grants and allowances. 

| I quite concur with the remarks of the 
‘hon. and gallant Member for Central 








motion of which he is very anxious, and | Sheffield that a great deal of the 
IThope that the Volunteers will, before! success of the Volunteer force de- 
long, have as much occasion to thank | pends on finance, and the practical 
him for benefits conferred, as the| suggestions that I would make are that 
Regulars have at the present moment. | the capitation grant should be increased 

In regard to the regulations to which | 15s., that is from 35s. to 50s. That 
reference has been made, I may state, | would amount to about £200,000 ; that 
for the information of those who have | the camp allowance should be increased 
not studied them, that they provide|from 2s. 6d. to 5s. per day, which 
that no corps or individual I vad, Sees A amount to £40,000, or les 
will be exempted from attending a camp| than a quarter of a million altogether— 
for two consecutive years; secondly, | less than one day’s cost of the war 
that ten preliminary company drills must | This, I believe, would enable the 


Mr. Wylie. 





632 


e he 
com- 
from 
a 3 
ar for 
shire, 
ateri- 
nteer 
ase of 
have 
1 the 
est in 

con- 
ige of 
- com- 
ATIOUS 
'y one 
tothe 
House 
‘have 
hat I 
yurces 
lonels 
ult in 
cent., 
TS say 
reduc- 
25 per 
duced 
1 over- 
ments 
; have 
quire- 
nateri- 
will be 
ts will 
| some 
Under 
would 
it had 
ig the 
by in- 


of the 
‘entral 
f the 
xe de- 
actical 
e that 
reased 
That 


‘which 
r less 
ther— 
2 wal. 
e the 








633 Supply—( Army {6 Marcu 1902} Estimates). 634 


Volunteers to overcome all their | 460,000; or if the proportion were the 
difficulties. One of the great lessons of same as that represented by Dumbarton 
the war has been to show the intense | shire, we would have a Volunteer Army 
jealousy of foreign countries at the | of 520,000. Thecloser the Regular Army 
success of the Empire, and also their is associated with the civilians the better: 
bitter hostility towards it. It is the ; for the Army and for the country. 

duty of the War Offiee to be prepared 
for any contingency, and according to | 
their own reorganisation scheme, the 
Government intend to utilize 100,000 


Let me give an estimate of the cost of a 
Volunteer Army of half a million men 
and a Reserve of two or three millions. 
, 'The Volunteer force is the cheapest 
Volunteers for the defence of Tondon organised force in the world. My 
alone. That is not a man too many, | hon. friend the Member for Central 
but if they do so with the reduced Sheffield says that the cost of 
numbers and deducting 56,000 in Scot- the Volunteers is between £3 and 
land, there would only be left 40,000 or , g4 per capita, but I beg to state 
50,000 for the defence of England and that when all the surrounding expenses 
Wales altogether, an entirely inadequate __not only the immediate—are taken in- 
number. According to their own show- to account, the cost of a Volunteer 
ing, therefore, they are bound to take private is £6 2s. 6d., of a yeoman, £20 
some more liberal measures for keeping 6s., of a Militiaman, £19 6s,, and of a 
up the Volunteer force. ‘regular soldier £84 10s; so that the 

I maintain that an increase in the cost of a Volunteer is only a third of a 
force could be easily secured by a militiaman, less than a third of a yeoman, 
substantial increase of the grants, and a fourteenth of a regular soldier. 
allowances, and facilities. I believe that _ But, in order to bring the Volunteers up 
would involve very little expense in tothe number and efficiency which I have 
proportion to the magnitude of the indicated, you would require to con- 
object. By that means the Government | siderably increase their allowances. 
could secure a Volunteer foree of What I would suggest is that besides 
500,000 men with a training and increasing the capitation grant to 
efficiency not only equal to that which 50 per cent., the expense of drill 
they propose for the majority of the | halls and_ rifle ranges should be 
Volunteers at the present moment, but | paid for them, and a more liberal supply 
with a training equal to that of the of ammunition should be given them. 
twenty-five picked battalions who are Besides that, the men who have to aban- 
to form part of the Army corps. | don their ordinary occupation in order 
By serving four years and passing into|to attend camp should be granted 
the Reserve for six years, in the course|an allowance of from 10s. to 
of a generation we would have|£1 per week. Then, in addition 
a Volunteer Army of two or three|/to the Adjutant, there should be a 
millions of men ready for the defence of | | paid Sergeant-Major and Quartermaster- 
the country, and efficient enough to en-| Sergeant; and last, but not least, we 
able them to go anywhere. This plan is | should have at the War Office a perma- 
not merely theoretical ; it is founded | nent staff entirely insympathy with the 
upon actual practical experience. The | Volunteers. If there had been such a 
total number of efficients in the United | staff, no such Army Order as had been 
Kingdom is 270,000, and the proportion | complained of would have been issued. I 
for England is two-thirds of a unit per | hope when the Committee is dealing with 
cent. of the population, or 214,000 ; in | this subject it will not confine itself to 
Scotland it is 1} per cent., or 56,000, and tiding over the present emergency, but 
in the county which I have the honour to | take up the whole question of the Volun- 
represent, and the Volunteers of which | teer force in a broad and comprehensive 
are commanded by the hon. and gallant spirit, so as to give us a magnificent 
Member for the Kilmarnock Burghs,| Army ready for the defence of the 
the ratio is 12 per cent. If all the | country, and to meet any emergency that 
Volunteers were in proportion to that re- | might arise from the combination of any 
presented by Scotland. instead of 270,000 | two or three Continental Powers. With- 


we would have a Volunteer Army of in the last two years the War Office 











(Army 





635 Supply 


has been blowing hot and cold in regard 
to the Volunteer force. Two years ago 
they encouraged volunteers to increase 
their numbers and go into camp by the 
magnificent allowance of £897,000, or 
very nearly £5 per head, and the forma- 
tion of cyclist and mounted infantry 
corps by liberal grants. Now, the 
War Office coolly turns round and in- 
forms the Volunteers that their numbers 
are to be very much reduced ; that the 
allowance for going into camp is to be 
reduced by afourth, the allowance for 
the cyclist corps is to be reduced by a 
half, and to the mounted infantry to 
less than an eighth of the amount for- 
merly given. I must confess that it is 
very disappointing, after the brilliant 
services they have rendered, to find that 
while the Militia are to be increased by 
50 per cent., and the Yeomanry 150 per 
cent., the Volunteers are to be decreased by 
from 25 to 40 percent. The Volunteers 
have certainly not merited this treatment 
at the hands of the War Office. 

I have no doubt that probably the treat- 
ment they have been receiving has been at 
the instigation of those military authori- 
ties who are very strong advocates of con- 
scription. These authorities, however, 
may make up their minds that with the 
brilliant results of the Volunteer forces, 
both Colonial and British, on the field of 
war, there is no idea at the present 
moment of conscription being adopted by 


the nation. The conscription theory, 
however, is gaining ground. Lord 


Wemyss, who was one of the founders 
of the volunteer movement, as Lord 
Elcho, and for many years a commander 
of a famous regiment, the other day ex 
pressed his regret that he had ever had 
anything to do with the Volunteer force. 


because they were a barrier to the ador- 


tion of the ballot for the militia; and the 
hon Member for Flintshire, who had 
been always regarded as a peice-at-any- 
price man, has been so appalled by the 
hostile feeling on the Continent to Great 
Britain, that he has run to the opposite 
extreme, and argves that every man in 
the country should be put through a 
conscription drill. If the scheme which 
I have advocated were adopted there 
would not bethe slightest need for con- 
scription. The great Volunteer move- 
ment has done much for the country ; it 
has rendered it practically invulnerable ; 
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it has saved the nation hundreds of 
millions of pounds ; it has increased the 
military ardour of our youths; it has 
increased recruiting for the regular army 
in times of emergency; it has improved 
the shooting of the regular army itself, 
and it has proved the most efficacious 
method of training our young men both 
mentally and physically, in spite of the 
opposition of the military authorities who 
have a leaning toconscription. No other 
country in the world has such ample 
material ready to hand, eager to be em- 
ployed, and only waiting for very moderate 
financial assistance in order to develop into 
an army between two and three million 
men. In the meantime there are some 
Volunteer regiments which are threatened 
with extinction, and others with financial 
embarrassment. It isourduty tocometo 
their assistance, tosee that their numbers 
are at least kept up to their present stan- 
' dard, that their able and zealous officers, 
| who have given theirtime and ability to the 
| movement, without fee or reward, should 
‘not be overburdened with financial 
responsibilities, and that the whole force 
/should be put into that position which 
its self-sacrificing and gratuitous service 
/at home and gallant conduct abroad 
have so well deserved. This we can do 
very easily and effectually at once bya 
grant not exceeding a quarter of a 
million—a mere trifle to the country, 
but which tothe Volunteers would mean 
prosperity and comfort. I believe that if 
the Secretary of State for War would 
adopt some such policy as I have indicated, 
he would have the support of the great 
majority of the people of the country, 
and I am sure of the overwhelming 
majority of this House. 


(6.13.) Mr. CHARLES ALLEN 
(Gloucestershire, Stroud): Likeevery other 
Member who has spoken, I belong 
to a corps which, in my _ opinion, 
is one of the smartest in the 
country. The new _ regulations in 
regard to camps form for us no difficulty 
at all; and the Secretary of State for 
War will be glad to hear that we have 
had no difficulty in regard to recruiting, 
and that the company with which I am 
‘connected obtained in one evening 
‘eighteen recruits. But we have our 
difficulties, being a country corps, i 
|regard to the supply of officers. These 
\ 
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are not equally spread over the battalion. 
In one company we have five officers, in 
one we have no officer, and in two we 
have only one officer. The difficulty of 
the company without an officer is only 
temporary, but in the meantime it runs 
the risk of being disbanded. In another 
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the officer is engaged in Government ser- | 


vice two or three times a week, and the 
company being split up into three 
sections—two of them ten miles apart— 
it must be evident how difficult it is for 
that officer to attend all the drills. 
I understood the right hon. 
man tosay that in future efficiency 
in parade drill was not to be con- 
sidered sufficient for Volunteer officers. 
If that means doing away with the 
necessity of going to such schools as 
Chelsea in future, then I am at one with 
the right hon. Gentleman. 
officer cannot always give up one month 
togo to school. In these days it seems 
absurd that a Volunteer officer should 
have to go to school for one month to 
do close order drill. My experience 
is that a month at Chelsea does teach 
parade drill uncommonly well, but it 
turns you out a sort of wooden 
automaton. Unlike my hon. and gallant 
friend, I am not in the position of being 
the commander of a battalion, and I am 
not at all sorry, but I understand that 


when a battalion goes to camp the men | 
get a penny per mile per man, but nothing 


is allowed for baggage. Country corps are 
not allowed even to average the amount, 
and if one company costs 6s. per man to 
go to camp, and another company 10s., 
the first company gets only 6s. and the 
next only 8s., and the commanding 
officer is out of pocket to that extent. 
We have heard a good deal about rifle 
ranges. I quite agree that the Govern- 
ment ought certainly to find the money 
for rifle ranges, and it is quite absurd 
to come down upon us and tell us that 
we must be more efficient if you will not 
find us more rifle ranges. If the 
Government say that they cannot do 
this, why do they not take up a little 
Bill for which I am responsible? It 
is a very harmless Bill, and I believe, 
without doing any very great harm to 
anybody at all, it would very considerably 
help local and city councils to get rifle 
ranges, which they are most anxious to 
do. I commend this Bill to the notice 
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of the Secretary for War and the noble 
Lord opposite. In conclusion, I should 
like to say that all Volunteers are 
exceedingly anxious to make themselves 
as efficient as possible, and all we ask is 
that proper opportunities should be 
afforded us on the part of the Govern- 
ment. 


(6.20.) Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
To THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan.ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : I would ask 
leave now to answer some of the Questions 
which have been brought before the House 
move- 


ment. I must, first of all, ask the 


indulgence of the House while I—I am 
afraid very indifferently—take the part 


of my right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for War, who is himself debarred 
by the Rules of the House from explain- 
ing, as I think he could so easily do, the 
wrong construction put upon the words. 
which he used on Tuesday. My right 
hon. friend used two expressions which I 
think must and ought to be taken in 
connection with any of those other 
remarks to which exception has been 
taken. The leading passages in my 
right hon. friend’s speech, if I may say 
so, on the Volunteer question, ought to 
be guided by these words. My, right 
hon. friend said— 

‘** Do not let it be supposed for one moment 
that I am saying that these things are general 
in the Volunteer force ;” 
and, again— 

‘*T yield to no man in my appreciation of the 
efforts of the Volunteers.” 

My right hon. friend has surely shown 
that he has always been willing to take 
the part of those who in the service of 
the country are doing their best to help. 
themselves and the country. Because 
my right hon. friend made a joke which 
hon. Members have described as ancient, 
that has been taken as being a depre- 
ciation of a force which nobody has done 
more than my right hon. friend to 
supplement in their efforts. I hope the 
country at large will not allow itself to 
believe that my right hon. friend or those 
at the War Office are in any way pre- 
judiced against what is, after all, a great 
national force of the country. My right 
hon. friend has endeavoured in every way 
in the past to help the force. The 
Commander-in-Chief has thoroughly 

Z 
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shown his appreciation of the inestimable 
benefits derived from the force which is 
at present so ably represented by General 
Turner. The regulations put forward 
for increasing the efficiency of the War 
Office—[ironical cheers and laughter |— 
well, they both go together—for increas- 
ing the efliciency of the Volunteers, has 
been much commented upon. Now, with 
regard to efliciency, there must be two 
ways of looking at it. There is the 
eiliciency which is aimed at by the 
military authorities, and there is the 
efiiciency aimed at by every commanding 
ofticer who also knows the local conditions 
which he may have toencounter. I do 
not believe that there is any difficulty 
whatever in securing the efficiency con- 
sidered necessary by the military 
authorities and by those who are 
responsible for the raising and training of 
the corps. These regulations were sub- 
mitted to a Committee, of which I 
myself and another hon. Member 
of this House, the Member for 
West Dorsetshire, are members, and 
I think it will be found that the 
alteration is not nearly so great as might 
at first be supposed. The Committee has 
practically ended their labours, and they 
hope to report in a few days to my right 
hon. friend with a view to getting the 
revised regulations issued as speedily as 
we possibly can. I believe that there is 
not the slightest doubt that the 
re zulationsas a! mended by the Committee, 
as adjusted to deal with the difficulties, 
will entirely meet all the ob ections which 
have been made, and that without any 
loss of efliciency they can be carried out 
in their entirety for the whole force. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) : Will they be laid on the Table ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. They are 
for the guidance of my right hon. friend. 
They will afterwards be submitted in due 
course. My right hon. friend has told 
several of the commanding officers that 
he intends to see them again this on 
subject. The Institute of Commanding 
Officers has also asked permission to send 

deputation, and after they have been 
seen—and I am confident they will 
approve of the alteration—then these | 
regulations will be put forward not only | 
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as the suggestion of my right hon. friend, 
but as the suggestion of the whole of the 
Volunteer commanding officers. 

The whole of this Volunteer question is 
most difficult to deal with. It is not as if 
it were a new force. It isnot as if, when 
it was started, any one had the slightest 
idea of what the force would be. It has 
been built up by patchwork. It has been 
added to here and there, and all these 
things make it more difficult than if we 
were starting de novo. Looking back to 
1863, we see at once that the whole 
Volunteer force has completely changed 
in character. In 1863 there were 131,000 
efficients, costing £152,995, or roughly 
£1 7s. 6d. per head. Now they have 
grown to 270,369, at a cost of £1,145,000. 
or an average of £3 15s. 6d. per man. 
To my mind, that shows one thing 
which we must bear in mind in regard 
to the whole Volunteer foree—that, with 
the growth of time, there has been a 
complete change in the personnel of the 
men who form the force. In 1863 it was 
made up of men who were able to devote 
their services to the country without 
having to ask for any monetary consider- 
ation. During the process of time that 
has changed, and, although some corps 
remain on the same footing as those of 
1863, undoubtedly in the majority of 
cases the corps are made up of men 
who cannot spare the time or the means, 
and who have to earn their livelihood. 
You have had to meet a vastly different 
state of affairs as compared with the 
early years of the Volunteer movement. 
You have been obliged to have the same 
set of rules, and, what is more difficult to 
deal with, the same amount of money 
has had to be spent upon them. Picture 
to yourself two corps which you know 
in camp. I will take my hon. and 
gallant friend’s corps. They are most 
likely men who have to pay for the 
privilege of joining the corps. Alongside 
them in camp you may have a battalion 
formed entirely of men who come from 
the East End of London, and who are 
obliged to be paid in camp. To meet 
those difficulties you have still got the 
same pay and the same regulations. 
Therefore hon. Members must realise the 
enormous difficulty that there is in deal- 
ing with the force as a whole. 

It has been said with perfect justice that 
a great deal of this outcry against the 
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regulations is connected with the finance 
of the various corps. What I have said 
about the difficulty that we have in 
applying the same regulations to the 
various corps is doubly emphasised when 
you come to deal with the question of 
having to give the same amount of 
money. It has been suggested, but I 
hope not seriously, that there should be 
a difference made in the amount given 
to the various corps. I should not like 
to see that suggestion adopted; it would 
make almost a We 
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distinction. 
have always endeavoured to regard the 
Volunteers as men who, whatever their 
rank or station in life, were equally 
patriotic in giving their services, as .far 
as possible, to their country ; and there- 
fore we wish that they should all be on 
the same footing, and that no distinction 
should be made as regarded finance. At 
the same time, when I come to look into 
the finances of the corps, as I have done 
only lately for the first time, they do show 
great discrepancies in the way in which 
the finances of the various corps are 
managed. The same thing has to be 
done by various corps, yet one regiment 
manages to do it extremely cheaply, while 
another runs into debt because they do 
not know how to do that thing as well 
as the other regiment. Not for a 
moment do | say it is not doing its best 
to do it economically, but it simply has 
not the knowledge. So far as I can see, 
ve do not afford a regiment of that kind 
the knowledge which would enable them 
to manage better; but I hope we shall 
be able to make arrangements for giving 
local assistance to corps in dealing with 
their accounts, and for showing them 
the best way in which to manage. Not 
only Members of the Committee, but 
Members who came before the Committee, 
pointed out that there were men kept 
on the strength of their regiments whom 
they could not call efficient, and who, in 
their heart of hearts, they would rather 
not have; but they were unable to get 
rid of these men, because a falling off in 
the numbers meant a loss in their 
capitation grant which they were not 
able to stand. That does not seem to 
me the right system on which to work. 
It does not seem right that this country 
should put forward a large number of 
men as being a proof of her strength 
when there are men not actually efficient, 
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who are obliged to be kept on the 
strength of a regiment in order to 
secure the due efficiency of the rest. 
That is a matter to which my right hon. 
friend was going to give his attention. | 
do not myself believe that the amount of 
money that is given is as insufficient as 
hon. Members would have us believe, 
but I do think it might be better applied, 
not only by the War Office, but, in some 
cases, by those who administer it. My 
right hon. friend is going to take all this 
into consideration, but the consideration 
of this matter cannot be done hurriedly ; 
it can only be done by drawing out 
various schemes and getting advice on 
those schemes, not bya Committee, but 
from those who are competent to judge 
of matters connected with the Volunteer 
foree. My right hon. friend hopes to be 
able before long to set himself to that 
task. 

I have little more to add with regard 
to mounted infantry companies. I[ 
believe those companies were started 
without due regard to what they would 
grow to. We had ample proof that 
there was a great desire in this country 
to form an irregular mounted force. 
With that object in view, the new 
Imperial Yeomanry has been formed. 
That force has met with great success, 
and so did the mounted infantry for a 
time. But the two forces can hardly 
exist side by side; we want the one or 
the other. My right hon. friend has said 
he wanted the Imperial Yeomanry, and 
therefore I hope we shall use every endea- 
vour to get the mounted infantry to join 
the Imperial Yeomanry. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT said many of 
the best menin the Volunteer force were 
joining the Imperial Yeomanry, and 
that made their difficulties very much 
greater. According to the regulations 
issued, joining the Imperial Yeomanry 
was equivalent to joining the Regular 
Army, and these men broke their eon- 
tracts and put their regiment in a 
financial difficulty. 


Lorp STANLEY: I quite understand, 
and though I cannot give any definite 
assurance that the Government will be 
able to meet the hon. Member’s views, 
[ can assure him the question will 
be considered. My right hon. friend 
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wishes me to say he will look into the 
question of expense, and will endeavour 
to save those corps who have come 
forward with a mounted infantry 
company from being put to any loss 
whatever in regard to the formation of 
that company. My right hon. friend 
stated that the post of Inspector General 
of Auxiliary Forces is not going to be 
abolished. But there will be some 
changes. It has been found that a great 
many of the matters connected both 
with the Yeomanry and the Volunteers, 
which are sent up to the War Office 
for decision, are local matters. Any 
assistant General Turner might have, 
though he might be cognisant of diffi- 
culties in Surrey, could not be equally 
cognisant of difficulties in Northumber- 
land, and of difficulties in Cornwall. 
In regard to these questions of advice 
and administration, there will be, as far 
as possible, decentralisation. All mat- 
ters which do not affect the Volunteer 
force as a whole, will be considered 
locally by the general officer command- 
ing. To settle these questions he must 
have some local advice ; and the Govern- 
ment hopes, before the drill season 
comes on, to be in a position to give to 
each general officer commanding an 
army corps, or a district, that local 
assistance which will enable him to 
give decisions, and would prevent that 
friction which must inevitably exist 
when they endeavour to apply cast- 
iron rules. 


*COLONEL DENNY asked whether the 
assistant would be a Volunteer. 


Lorp STANLEY: The termsare not 
definitely fixed, but there will be a 
representative from each force to give 
advice on that force. I cannot agree 
entirely with those who wish to see the 
Government do everything in regard 
to the provision of ranges. I have in- 
variably found that when the Govern- 
ment apply for land for any purpose, 
worthless land becomes worth its weight 
in gold. ‘The consequence is that the 
price becomes prohibitive; and land 
which may be obtained by local 
bodies at a reasonable price becomes 
practically barred to the Govern- 
ment. Nobody wishes more than the 
Commander-in-Chief to see good shooting 
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throughout all branches of the Army, 
and nobody is more determined than 
my right hon. friend as far as possible 
to give effect to that wish. The War 
Office will do all that they possibly can, 
but there must be a limit to the amount 
they can spend, and the money cannot 
be allowed to go all into one particular 
centre. We must endeavour to dis- 
tribute the money to the best advantage 
to Volunteers as a whole. I ask the 
House to wipe out from their minds, 
and the mind of the country, any ‘dea 
that my right hon. friend is not 
sympathetic to the force. I hope the 
House and the country will understand 
that the Government recognises the 
great things that the Volunteers have 
done for the country in the last few years, 
and that the last thing we wish to do 
is to show ingratitude by in any way 
hindering those who have come forward 
and, at great sacrifice of time, and, in 
most cases of money, are doing what 
lies to their hands to help their country. 


(6.42.) Mk. MUNRO FERGUSON 
(Leith Burghs): I think we all of us have 
sympathy in respect to the object of the 
Secretary of State that the non-efficients 
should be wiped out of the Volunteer 
force, but I hope it may also be the 
object of the Government that their 
places shall be filled with additions to the 
force, because the war in South Africa 
has shown even more than the advocacy 
of the Volunteer officers in this House 
what a reliable force we have had to 
depend on in case of need. WhatI wish 
to do is to put one or two points to the 
War Office with regard to ranges and 
other local requirements, and the way in 
which local needs may be supervised and 
as far as possible met. Every one is glad 
that the Volunteer Department at the 
War Office will be strengthened, but 
there is another way in which the wants 
of the Volunteers can be met, and that is: 
by giving Generals Commanding in Army 
Corps Districts the powers promised by 
the Secretary of State last year and again 
referred to by him the other day. Take 
Scotland for example ; in that case it 
would be quite possible to give a good 
many of the powers still exercised by the 
War Office to the General Commanding 
in Scotland. I have not the honour of 
the acquaintance of the distinguished 
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officer there, but from what one has 
heard I am sure no one could be better 
qualified to supervise the concerns of the 
Auxiliary forces in Scotland ; and what 
is possible there, must be possible else- 
where. We should like to know what 
are the powers which have already been 
devolved upon general officers command- 
ing Army Corps Districts, or are likely to 
be devolved during the current year. So 
far as I am informed, very little develop- 
ment has yet taken place, and [ gather 
from the speech of the Secretary of State 
for War that he does not contemplate 
giving extended powers to the Generals 
commanding the three northern Army 
Corps Distriets—viz, Scotland, York, and 
Colchester—at present. As to ranges, I 
believe anyone in the position of an 
officer commanding the forces in an Army 
Corps District can do a great deal to help. 
Hitherto the difficulties as to providing 
ranges have not been thrown in the way 
of Volunteers so much by owners as_ by 
the agents of the Government themselves. 
Complaints have been made as to the 
expense to which the State is put in con- 
nection with the purchase of land. But 
very many of the ranges are given free. 
In the country districts a large proportion 
of ranges have not cost the Government 
anything at all. In cases where the cost 
is excessive, Ithinkit arises from not hav- 
ing given the War Office stronger powers 
in regard to taking land for ranges. 
That is a matter which for some years 
was pressed from this side of the House, 
but without much success, and I hope 
that now it will be unanimously sup- 
ported on both sides. We could then 
have a sufficient supply of ranges. As 
I was saying, one of the difficulties we 
have had to deal with has been with 
the Government agents themselves, who 
have closed many ranges as dangerous 
where there was no reason whatever 
for anticipating danger. That is a matter 
which requires to be looked into by men 
on the spot, and that is why I lay 
so much emphasis no* merely on 
strengthening the Department at the 
War Office connected with the Auxiliary 
forces, but also on giving the general 
officers commanding those powers re- 
commended by the Dawkins Committee. 
No doubt we may save on the Volunteer 
Estimate by reducing the number 
of those who are non-efficient; but, 
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on the other hand, I think more money 
| must be spent on the force in making 
those who remain thoroughly efficient, 
and in attracting fresh members to 
the force. The right hon. Gentleman, 
‘I freely admit, has done his best to 
give the voluntary system for the whole 
Army a fair chance by taking a bold 
step and raising the pay. As one 
opposed to conscription in any form, 
I heartily support his proposal. But 
we have always regarded the Volunteer 
force as a security against conscription, 
‘and I trust that, while we recognise 
fully the effort made to give us a 
strong, regular Army under the volun- 
tary system, the right hon. Gentleman 
will not do less to give us a strong 
Volunteer force, which we believe to 
be the greatest possible support and 
security to the voluntary system. 


(6.51.) Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 
S.): I do not want to intervene in 
this debate at any length, but I should 
be sorry if the impression prevailed 
in the House or in the country at 
large that a spirit obtained in the 
Volunteer force against the new regu- 
lations which have been put forward 
for improving their efficiency. I repre- 
sent a country corps, and we should, 
no doubt, find difficulties in meeting 
the new requirements. But those diffi- 
culties are not insuperable, and we do 
not complain about them. The country 
has come to rely on the military 
efficiency of the Volunteer force, and 
we consider that our military efficiency 
can be improved, and are anxious, so 
far as we can, with the assistance of 
the authorities, to effect the improve- 
‘ment. In the past there has been a 
great deal of doubt as to the actual 
position of the Volunteer force. Many 
of us thought the Volunteers were merely 
tolerated by the military authorities be- 
/cause they were popular and could not 
| very well be got rid of. But another view 
is now being taken of their position, 
|and efforts are being made to make 
‘them what I myself think they have 
| not been hitherto—a thoroughly efficient 
military force. Much has been said 
_about the remarks made and the stories 
‘told by the right hon. Gentleman. I 
do not take them very seriously, nor 
do I think the country does, and | 
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believe there is sufficient common sense 
in the Volunteer force to receive the 
speech in the spirit in which it was 
intended, and to understand that the 
remarks were not intended to apply to 
the Volunteer force in general. 

I do not desire to detain the House 
longer, but, as representing a country 
corps, I welcome the new regulations, 
especially as regards attendance at camp. 
The military spirit created by a stay in 
camp is most valuable, and we find, at 
any rate in the country, that the only 
really valuable time we have for training 
our officers and men in the various corps 
is the time spent in camp. If I might 
throw out a suggestion, I would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
whether he could not make an increased 
grant to those corps which are able to 
take a large percentage of their strength 
into camp for a longer period than one 
week, because I believe it would add 
very materially indeed to the efficiency 
of the corps that were able to do so. 
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*(6.55.) Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, 
College Green) hoped the House would 
pardon his intervention in a debate on 
a subject of so much importance to 
English Members, but a sense of his 
responsibility as a representative of a 
constituency largely interested in the 
question of Army contracts compelled 
him to call the attention of the House to 
the manner in which Ireland was treated 
so far as those contracts were concerned. 
The noble Lord had said that the policy 
of the War Office was as much as possible 
to decentralise. But how far was that 
statement consistent with the attitude of 
the War Office in its treatment of Ire- 
land in all matters appertaining to the 


{COMMONS} 


supply of the troops in the country ? | 


On several occasions he had brought 
the question before the House, but had 
always received anything but a sym- 
pathetic or generous answer. His com- 
plaints had been met with the utmost 
curtness, and it was with the hope of 
obtaining some redress from the Secre- 
tary of 


Last year he was told by the noble Lord 
that it was a matter for the military 
authorities in Ireland to deal with. 
Consequently he devoted the recess to 
endeavouring to bring the grievance of 
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Irish workers and traders to the notice 
of the responsible authorities in Ireland. 
He wrote a letter to the Duke of 
Connaught, the Commander-in-Chief of 
the forces in Ireland, who, he believed, 
was insympathy with much of the claim 
put ‘orward by Irish manufacturers. 
It was evident from the tenour of his 
observations before the Committee on 
the re-organisation of the Army that, 
being on the spot, His Royal Highness 
had a better knowledge of the wants and 
requirements of Ireland than had the 
officials at headquarters, but unfortu- 
nately those observations did not meet 
with the sympathy and support they 
should have done at the War Office. In 
a sympathetic reply to the letter (which 
asked that a deputation of trade repre- 
sentatives might be received) His Royal 
Highness stated in the course of his 
letter— 

‘*That before troubling the deputation to 

wait on him he would wish you to lay before 
him clearly what are the points to which you 
desire to invite his attention.” 
He (the hon. Member) then sent a 
definite statement of the points the 
deputation desired to bring forward, 
viz.— 

‘* (1st) The securing for local trades in Ire- 


land a share in the contracts for supplies re- 
quired for the troops in Ireland ; (2nd) a wider 


| extension of the workshop system which already 


obtains in the Island Bridge and other barracks, 
wherein civilian trades:»en are employed in the 
repair and manufacture of saddlery and other 
works for the troops quartered in Ireland ; (3rd) 
the securing for Irish contractors of the supplies 
for canteens in Ireland. 

He wished the House to bear in mind 
that in the letter from His Royal 
Highness he conceded practically the 
point as to receiving the deputation, but 
he asked to be furnished with the 
points upon which the deputa 
desired to address him. He 


told His Royal Highness in the letter he 


State himself that he was) 
compelled again to raise the question. | 


that Alderman Doyle, 
President Dublin Trades Council; 
Messrs. E. L. Richardson, Secretary 
Irish Trades Congress ; James Chambers, 
P.L.G., Saddlers and Harness Makers 
Society; W. J. Leahy, T.G., Coopers 
Society ; and — Maloney, Brushmakers 
Society, would accompany the deputa- 
tion, together with Major Jameson, M.P., 
Mr. William Field, M.P., and himself. 
He believed that it was the intention of 
His Royal Highness to have received the 
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deputation, but evidently pressure was| 8791. Do you mean to say an ordinary ladder 
. . 3 7 rieh 2 g : ~~ 
put upon him from some quarter, for he | has to go round from Woolwich ?—Yes, some 


, : 2 times. 
received the following letter— | 
“ Adjutant-General’s Office | 8792. But in your opinion, they could be just 
ian Royal Hospital Dublin as well inspected in Ireland ?—Yes. They could 
“ 25th October, 1901, | be just as well inspected here. 


‘ Sir,—His Royal Highness the Commander of | g7g4 
Forces in Ireland directs me to acknowledge 2 
the receipt of your letter of the 23rd October, 
and, in reply, to inform you that, after a 
careful perusal of it, he has come to the con- 
clusion that the several points therein men- 
tioned are matters which only can be decided 


at Army headquarters. Such being the case, it) He was very sorry to say that there 
would not be consistent with military discipline 


for His Royal Highness to receive a deputation, WeTe VeTy few people In the same posl- 
and give any expression of opinion which might tion as the Duke of Connaught In 
be at variance with those of his military Ireland who favoured that idea. He 
superiors. If, however, you are of opinion that wanted to know was it because of the 
a further communication—giving more detailed —” ; hak’ Utd wien dediield of 
information on the points—would make your @Xpense that irelanG was deprived 0 
case more clear, His Royal Highness will be that right? Was it because the articles 
glad to receive and forward it to the War were more durable ? No, it was nothing 
( ice yj is ks.”’ e e . 

Fenee Sean Se SND ’ , ; of the kind, but it was really part and 
He was very much disappointed with parcel of the policy of taking all they 
that letter, and his disappointment was could from Ireland and giving nothing 
shared by the workers in Ireland, who jn return. It was the policy of destroy- 
thought that with reference to War ing Irish industries and then turning 
Office contracts they would be treated round and telling them that they were 
with the same consideration as the not able to hold their own. Upon this 


people in this country. He was loth to question of expense the evidence was as 

give up his correspondence with His follows :-— 

Royal Highness, because he did not con- 

sider that either himself or his consti- 8795. All these things have to be sent over 

tuents had been fairly treated, and in to Ireland, and the freight on a large — of 
“= rr a Rance So things is considerable ; whereas you could buy 

asking for something in return for what them on the spot or make them on the spot ; 

Ireland contributed to the Army he was jf this were done, a contract could be made to 

only asking for what they were fully include delivery to any station or barracks. 


entitled ™ , 8796. What is an Ordnance workshop limited 

How different was the treatment to doing, if you cannot make a ladder ?— 
of Ireland to that which was meted Repairs, really. That is the only thing they 
out to the colonies, notwithstand- te doing. 


ing the fact that they contributed He would like to call attention to a 
nothing towards the up-keep of the Question which he put with reference to 
Army. During the evidence of His the barracks where the saddlery and 
Royal Highness it transpired that if a harness work was done for the troops in 
ladder was wanted for the troops in [reland. When he asked if that depot 
Ireland they had to send to Wool- was ysed to its fullest extent, the right 
wich for it, and if they wanted a cart or jon. Gentleman declined to answer the 
a waggon they had to order it from Question. That was a workshop erected . 
Woolwich, although all those things | out ofthe taxes, capable of accommodating 
could be manufactured in Ireland as | 99 or 30 saddlers, with the intention of 
well as in Woolwich and could be bought supplying the troops in the country, and 
as cheaply in Ireland. So long as they | the result was that there were only six 
were able to supply those articles as jen employed there, and saddlery and 
cheap in Ireland, they ought to get their | }arness were supplied from the sweating 
share of the orders. With regard to the gong of England, and when they arrived 
opening of the depots, His Royal High-  j, freland they had to be altered by Irish 
ness asked the following questions:— —| workmen. The Government would save 
i he 
8790. W ladders manufactured | MOMCY if they were to carry out t 
Moe ad dengelye os made yr" Woolwich or recommendations made by the Duke of 
purchased locally. 'Connaught and insist upon having the 


(CHAIRMAN): Are there any other 
| articles like ladders which could be so easily 
manufactured in Ireland which are supplied in 
the same way from Woolwich?—Yes. Brooms 
and brushes, ete., and such barrack stores. 
| This would encourage trade in Ireland. 
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troops in Ireland supplied by the 
artisans and workmen of that country. 
The evidence went on :— 
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8797. 


made by an artificer. 


8798. (StmR GEORGE CLARKE.) And, in 
some cases, might it not be cheaper to purchase 
locally ?—Much cheaper. 


He directed the attention of the 
House to the pertinent Question put 


by an hon. Member sitting on the, 


Benches above him, and whose absence 
he regretted, as he was sure he would 
support the claim made by him for a 
share of this work :— 


8799. (Mr. MATHER.) And it would be a 
matter of policy also to employ Irish labour to 
supply the Army ?—Yes. 

8800. (Mr. BEckETT.) I was going to ask 
you whether you do not think that would be a 
good plan from every point of view ?—Yes. 
Of course they must come up to the standard, 
and they must not be more expensive than 
they would be; but as a matter of fact they 
would be less expensive.” 


After the evidence given at that inquiry, 
was it not surprising to find that the 
same condition of things still existed ? 
Was it any wonder that in Ireland, when 
artisans and manufacturers saw waggons 
and other articles imported wholesale 
with the names of Bristol or other makers 
on them, that they should feel aggrieved ? 
One hon. Gentleman drew attention to a 
contract for 400,000 pairs of boots, and 


he raised a complaint because a portion | 


of that contract had been given to India. 
Immediately that claim was made, 
respectful attention was paid to it, 
because it was made by an English 
Member. How many pairs of boots, and 
how much clothing for the troops, were 
manufactured in Ireland? He was not 


now simply speaking the sentiments | 
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Surely you have plenty of officers in | 
Ireland competent to inspect blankets and | 
ladders ?—Yes, any inspection that can be | 
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_be departedfrom. He urged the right 
| hon. Gentleman to carry out the recom- 
| mendations of the Duke of Connaught. 


Not long ago he paid a visit, during his 
holidays, to Belfast, and he visited the 
establishment of a large boot manufac- 


|turer, whose establishment was replete 


with all the modern requirements of an 
up-to-date boot factory and fullycompetent 
to execute any contract that was given 
to him. He asked him how it was that 
he did not tender for boots at the War 
Office, and he replied that it would be 
useless, because he would have to send 
the goods to Woolwich in the first place; 
and in the second place he knew that 
Ireland would not get its fair share. 
That gentleman said he would be able 
to turn out 7,000 pairs of boots per 
week, and to-guarantee them to be better 
than they were receiving at the present 
time. On the question of ordnance 
workshops he trusted that hon. Members 
on the other side would give sympa- 
thetic consideration to what he had said. 
These workshops had been erected at 
enormous expense, and they should be 
utilised for the manufacture of boots, 
clothing, waggons, for the use of the 
troops, and tin ware, so that Irish work- 
men might get a fair share of the Govern- 
ment work. The hon. Member also 
called attention to the catering for the 
canteens in Ireland, pointing out that 
the contract for porter was not placed 
with Irish contractors, although brewing 
was the staple industry of Dublin, and 
the article manufactured there was ae- 
knowledged to be far superior to that 
which was made in thiscountry. Besides, 
the Irish tender forthe contract was 
10 or 15 per cent. less. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand there 
is nothing on the Estimates for supplies 
to the canteens. 


of the Nationalists, for what he was | 


advocating affected every class of people 
in Ireland. They claimed that if England 
was going to rule Ireland, she should 
treat them fairly and deal with Irish 
manufacturers in the same way as she 
did with the people of the Colonies and 
with this country. He asked the 
Secretary of State for War to carry out 
his policy of decentralisation, and he 
hoped that the system of the past would 
Mr. Nannetti. 


*Mr. NANNETTIsaid hehad understood 
| that it would be in order to allude to 
this matter on the present Vote, but if 
it was not in order he would take 

nother opportunity of bringing it before 

the House. irish workmen were entitled 
to consideration in the matters with 
which he had dealt, and he hoped the 

Secretary of State would give a sympa 

thetic answer. 
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(7.18.) Mr. BRODRICK: Perhaps 
with the leave of the House I may 
be allowed for a moment to explain 
the course proposed in regard to this 
Vote. The House is aware that there is 
a considerable amount of necessary 
financial business to be got through 
before the close of the financial year. 
Some communications have passed 
through the ordinary channels with a 
view to arriving at an understanding as 
to what would be acceptable to Members 
on the opposite side. The proposal I 
would make is that, if the Speaker is 
allowed to leave the Chair now or within 
areasonable time, the debate on Vote 
A should begin this evening at eight 
o'clock or shortly afterwards, but 
that the general discussion allowable on 
Vote A should be concluded and Votes 
A and I taken tomorrow. Monday 
should then be devoted to the Vote of 
Censure on the Government in connection 
with the Contracts question and the War 
Office; on Tuesday an additional Vote 
would be put down for the Army, pro- 
bably the Vote for warlike stores, and 
the discussion on the Navy Votes would 
be continued ; on Thursday the Reports 
of Votes A and I would be taken, and 
other Reports. That should be continued 
on Friday, with the report of the Vote 
on Account. If these arrangements are 
agreed to, the Government will then 
provide another day on or after Friday, 
the 21st, for a special discussion of the 
new proposals with regard to recruiting 
and pay now before the House. There 
will be a preliminary discussion before 
Votes A and I are taken, and another 
on Friday, the 21st. That ix what is 
proposed in regard to business. 

As I am speaking, perhaps I may, en- 
tirely by leave of the House, and it may 
shorten some of the discussion, be allowed 
one word of personal explanation with 
reference to some expressions which have 
been misunderstood in the course of the 
discussion. Two or three speeches have 
been made this evening, of which I make 
no complaint, because I think that they 
have been delivered under an impression 
which could not be rightly deduced from 
the words I have used. I most carefully 
guarded myself against being supposed 


to reflect in any way on the great mass, 
My words, how- 


of the Volunteer force. 
ever, have been taken in another sense, 
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but I can only say that they were not 
so intended. If the words are capable 
of that false impression, thenI regret 
having used them to the House. 

There are two points I should like to 
refer to. In the first place, our difficulty 
for at least fifteen years has been in obtain- 
ing and in placing Volunteers in the 
front line of our defences. That difficulty 
has now been overcome. Withit has come 
a military demand for some higher 
efficiency on the part of those corps on 
whom so much more dependence has to 
be placed. I have felt a heavy responsi- 
bility that, while at the same moment I 
have been attacked for allowing troops to 
go to South Africa which even the mili- 
tary authorities urged were not suf- 
ficiently trained, I should be placing in 
the front line for home defence troops 
which our military authorities allege 
have not attained a sufficient degree of 
efficiency. Since I have served 
at the War Office I have pressed on 
the attention of the military authorities 
the claims of the Volunteers. I was 
responsible for adding half a_ million 
to the sums given to them. Nothing 
has been further from my mind than 
a desire in any way either to depreciate 
their efforts or to decry their intelli- 
gence. So long as I am at the War 
Office I will always give a sympathetic 
hearing to the numerous difficulties in 
which the Volunteers find themselves. 
I cannot help thinking that my hon. 
friends who have felt deeply on this 
matter will agree with me that if an 
interpretation were given to my words 
which is not attributable to them the 
effect might be only to create a chasm 
between the War Office and the Volun- 
teer force which does not exist, and 
which, so far as I am concerned, might 
render it more difficult for me to carry 
out the work with which | am entrusted, 
but could not in any way tend to 
decrease the respect I have for that 
force. 


(7.27.) Sir H. CAMPBELL - BAN- 
NERMAN (Stirling Burghs): I do not 
rise for the purpose of interposing 
between the right hon. Gentleman and 
the representatives of the Volunteer 
force, who, I think, can settle their quarrel 
without any help from one side or the 
I was not in the House when 
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the right hon. Gentleman made his 
statement as to the proposals in regard 
to business. May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to say again what the pro- 
posals are ? 


Mr. BRODRICK repeated the state- 


ment. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Is it to be understood that there 
are to be two discussions on what the 
right hon. Gentlemen calls the new 
proposals as to pay and terms of service 
in the Army? I understood him to 
suggest that there sould be a discussion 
on Vote A and then again on some special 


Resolution. I do not know that that 
is usual. 
Mr. BRODRICK: I am sgorry to 


interrupt the right hon. Gentleman. 
It is a question for arrangement. I 
myself would have suggested that the 
War Office Vote should have been set 
down, on which full discussion is allowed, 
and that the discussion should have taken 
place on that Vote. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is desirable that it should be distinctly 
understood, if the Speaker leaves the 
Chair soon, the House will have a full 
and wide discussion on Votes A and I. 
There have not been identical decisions 
on that subject by successive Chairmen, 
and [ think it is essential, if we abandon 
the privilege we have of discussing the 
whole Army Question on this Motion 
that the Speaker leave the Chair, that 
we should have a distinct understanding 
that there will be full licence and liberty 
for discussion on both Vote A and I. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I want to make 
it clear that it has been usual to allow 
full licence of discussion on Vote A, but 
the discussion on Vote | is generally 


restricted to matters coming within the 


Vote. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I venture to 
say that in the whole course of my experi- 


ence in the House of Commons I have | 
should be candidly treated and_ plainly 


never heard of a Minister jumping up in 
the middle of a debate, close on the dinner 
hour, and without noti e, proceeding to 
map out the whole time of the House for 
the following week. These are matters 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 


Estimates). 656: 


generally dealt with at Question time, 
when the House is full, and when 
Members expect to have such a 
Ministerial statement made. I protest 
against the idea that Members are to 
be bound by these arrangements, or that 
it is to be assumed that the closure is to 
be granted at the particular hours the 
right hon. Gentleman has stated. [ 
most respectfully submit to the right 
hon. Gentleman that if this matter of 
the time-table of the business of the 
House is to be agreed to by the House 
in accordance with rule and practice, 
it should be dealt with by the Leader of 
the House at Question time. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): 
| beg to ask the right hon. Gen- 
tleman what opportunity the House 
will have of discussing the amended 
Volunteer regulations which have been 
promised by the noble Lord the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northamp- 
ton) : Of course it is to be understood 
that any arrangement of the business of 
the House will in no way prejudice the 
full discussion of the Vote of want of 
confidence on Monday. I do not 
suppose we shall want two weeks for it ; 
we may be able to prove our case in a 
few hours ; but it must be left open that 
we may obtain, what is always recognised 
as a right, more than one night for 
discussion of that Motion, if necessary. 


*(7.35.) CoLoNEL BROOKFIELD (Sus- 
sex, Rye): I am under the impression 
that the debate we have been listening to 
for the last few minutes is quite irregular 
and strictly out of order, and I desire 
with great respect to revert to the 
discussion on the Volunteers. I beg 
to thank the right hon. Gentleman the 
Seerctary of State for War for the 
remarks he made a few minutes ago 
when he said that the observations he 
had made on the Volunteers on Tuesday 
should not bear the construction which 
had been put upon them. I[ think the 
time has fully come when the Volunteers 


told their merits and demerits. I 
cannot see any object in keeping up the 
old custom of making the Volunteers 


the subject of extravagant eulogy om 
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platiorms or on parade. A General 
comes down to inspect a corps, indulges 
in all sorts of mischievous and mendacious 
compliments, and then goes home and 
writes a cold and cynical report, very 
probably contradicting all he has himself 
said. My principal object in rising is to 
support the new regulations which have 
been so frequently referred to. I do not 
think the best friends of the Volunteer 
force will resist these proposals. The 
chief mistake madefor a great many 
years past in dealing with the Volun- 
teers has been that the authorities have 
been apt to ask them what they would 
like to do, or are prepared to do, instead 
of informing them distinctly what has to 
be done. I had hoped that we should 
have had a definite scheme laid down for 
the employment of the Volunteers as a 
part of our national defence ; but the 
next best thing is for the War Office to 
tell us what kind of men they want 
in the Volunteer force and what 
qualifications they should possess. The 
great bulk of the Volunteer force will 
meet these proposals in a soldierly spirit 
and will be really thankful for them. 
They will only affect two classes. There 
are a large number of men in the force 
who would be much better out of it, and 
whose services may have to be dispensed 
with. On the other hand, there are a 
certain number of good officers and men 
who will have difficulty in complying with 
these regulations, and for them we have 
a right to be sorry, and we should 
try to meet them if we can. But no 
good Volunteer ought to create difficulties 
in complying with these undoubtedly 
drastic changes. The week's camp 
should be made a_ period of serious 
training ; indeed, I would gladly extend 
it. Itis very necessary for some corps 


which have hitherto never thought of an | 


annual training at all. Another change 
which I approve of is the proper training 
of recruits, and the insistence on proper 
company drill. I do not sympathise 
with my hon. and gallant friends who 
find fault with the stipulations as to the 


number of men who are to be present | 


at company drills. I do not believe 
in those hole-and-corner squad drills 
being regarded as 
and the authorities have a perfect right 
tosay so, too. I strongly favour, too, 
the stipulation that an officer should be 
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present at all company drills. Nothing 
is more disheartening to the men than 
to find their officers are not present at 
drills. I believe that the most important 
change for the good of the Volunteer 
force which the authorities could make 
would be more financial assistance. 
With increased efficiency and discipline, 
we might fairly ask the War Office for 
assistance in the provision of drill halls 
and rifle ranges. At present command- 
ing officers are in this respect placed in 
a very unfair position, and in many cases 
their financial responsibilities hang like 
a mill-stone round their necks. The 
War Office can do a great deal of good 
also, by simply sending down financial 
experts to give advice to corps which 
are in any difficulty. As to obtain 
ing the approval of the Institute 
of Commanding Officers, I do not 
think that the Secretary of State for 
War ought to ask the approval of any- 
one over whom he exercises discipline ; 
and for my own part I think this 
Institute has arrogated to itself duties 
it has no right to discharge. 


Mr. McCRAE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give an assurance that the 
amended regulations will be published 
before he asks the Volunteer Vote to be 
taken ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not see that 
I can give such a pledge, as there are 
serious difficulties in the way. I take it, 
however, that there will be very full 
opportunity for representative Members 
of the Volunteers to state their views ; 
but I cannot give a promise without 
consulting the Leader of the House. 


(7.44.) Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen,N.) said 
there was one point he wished to raise 
which was very germane to the efficiency 
of the whole Volunteer Corps in the 
north-east of Scotland ; and that wasas to 
the distribution of ammunition to the 


, Aberdeen County Rifle Association. He 


noticed from paragraph 782 of the Regu- 
lations forthe Volunteer force, 1891, that 
the proportion of five rounds of ammuni- 
tion for each efficient Volunteer should be 
considered as free. Some years ago a 


deputation of the Rifle Volunteers of 
| Scotland waited on the General com- 


manding the forces in Scotland—General 
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Chapman—on the question of increasing 
the free issue of ammunition to the Rifle 
Associations in Scotland, and secured 
from him an assurance that he would 
secure for them an extra issue of ten 
rounds per man. The deputation urged 
that the five rounds per each efficient 
Volunteer was in many cases insufficient 
to meet the requirements of their annual 
meeting, and that in the case of the 
Aberdeenshire Association it was barely 
half what was required. It was further 
argued that the free issue of five rounds 
per man had been introduced into the 
Volunteer regulations thirty years ago, 
and that while the Edinburgh and Mid- 
lothian and the Scottish Rifle Associations 
were able to carry through all their 
competitions with the present free issue 
of ammunition, the Aberdeenshire 
Association had to purchase 50 per 
cent. of theirs owing to the small number 
of Volunteers embraced in their sparsely 
populated districts. They impressed 
General Ghapman so much that he re- 
commended to the War Office that they 
should grant the request of the depu- 
tation and increase the issue by ten 
rounds. The Secretary of State for War 
intimated that the application could not 
be complied with, but in June, 1900, a 
paragraph appeared in several papers 
stating that the War Office proposed to 
grant an increased allowance of ammu- 
nition for Rifle Associations, and the 
Aberdeenshire Association accordingly 
applied for 40,000 in addition to 
the free issue. The newspaper report 
was to a certain extent confirmed by a 
War Office circular received by the sec- 
retary of the Aberdeenshire Rifle Associ- 
.ation on the 17th of August, 1900, asking 
for further information regarding the 
number and nature of the competitions 
at the annual meeting of the Association 


and the probable number of competitors. | 


This information was duly sent, and the 
40,000 rounds of ammunition received. 
Nothing further was heard of the matter 
until the summer of 1901, when the 


secretary received a request from the War | 
Office for the sum of £186, which came | 
The secretary replied | 


quite as a surprise. 
that he had applied for the ammunition 
under the belief that it would be delivered 
free, and asked them to be generous, as 
the Volunteers must be made efficient. 
After some further correspondence, the 


Mr. Pirie. 
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War Office said they had duly con. 
sidered the matter and had agreed to 
accept payment of the £186 in three 
yearly instalments, and that pending 
the payment of the instalments the free 
issue to which the Association was 
entitled would be withheld. This Asso- 
ciation was without funds to pay the 
money, and he urged that the generous 
treatment which the War Office pro- 
fessed it was anxious to show to the 
Volunteers should be extended to this 
Association, especially having regard to 
the fact that this Association represented 
a very sparsely populated district, and 
was, therefore, struggling under adverse 
corditions. He hoped the right hon. 


Estimates). 


Gentleman would deal with this matter 
as generously as he could. 


(7.50.) Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE 
ERESBY (Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said 
he thought on this occasion the right 
hon. Gentleman was likely to fall 
between two stools. He feared he 
would obtain neither complete effi- 
ciency nor the large forces which 
he had obtained in the past, owing 
to the onerous duty which these men 
would be called upon to perform He 
spoke tonight for the reason that later 
on the House would be called on to vote 
a large amount of money for the Auxili- 
arv Forces, and there hadnot yet been any 
clear explanation of the plan with regard 
to those forces. He understood from the 
statement made last year that there were 
to be six Army Corps in all, that three were 
to go abroad and three were to be left 
at home, and that the infantry of the 
three Army Corps which were to remain 
at home was to be composed chiefly of 
Militia and the best Volunteers. But he 
did not understand what was to be done 
with the remaining 150,000 or 200,000 
Volunteers who would not be enrolled 
in the Army Corps, who were to be 
left at home for home defence. If 
efficiency was aimed at, the right hon. 
Gentleman should have gone further. 
For his own part, he would prefer to 
these partially trained men some 2,000 
auxiliary officers and 4,000 or 5,000 
sergeants and non-commissioned officers 
fully qualified to drill men and instruct 
them in musketry and the manceuvres 


, connected with war at a time of crisis. 


At present when hostilities broke out 
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the country was drained of every officer 
and sergeant in the Regular Army and 
a large number of officers and sergeants 
in the Auxiliary Forces, and there was 
hardly anybody left capable of drilling 
an ordinary squad of recruits. He could 
not believe that going into camp for a 
week would make these Auxiliary Forces 
more efticient than they were before. 
No doubt at a time of crisis thousands 
of men would come forward and offer 
themselves for service, but that would 
be no use unless there were men 
capable of putting them through their 
exercises. He believed the great difficulty 
would be in keeping the Yeomanry and 
Volunteers up to their full strength. 
The number of men would never be ob- 
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tained. Last year there were 35,000 Yeo- 
manry, now there were not 25,000. and 
this was at a time when the martial spirit 
was strongin the land. The same thing 
would be found in the Volunteers if 
they had to compete, as they would, 
with the Imperial Yeomanry. He only 
hoped that the test of efficiency the 
right hon. Gentleman intended to put 
the Volunteers through would be further 
increased, and that he would keep only 
those who were efficient. 


(7.55.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 260; Noes, 
51. (Division List No. 60.) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, AugustusHen’y Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerard W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. HnSirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brodrick. Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harr 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


AYES. 


Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
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Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
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Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
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Goddard, Daniel For 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
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Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds) 
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Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
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Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
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Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside _ 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenbara) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJ ohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. ,F’reham 
Leese,Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Long.Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newnes, Sir George 
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Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, Jobn S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 


Supply—Army 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 
F french, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

lardie, J. Neir(MerthyrTydvil 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


|My. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 


chair. | 
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Purvis, Robert 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
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Rickett, J. Compton 
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Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys,Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J. E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer,Rt HnC.R. (Northants 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 

Kernedy, Patrick James 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeall, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork.) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G. (Oxf dUniy.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
‘Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H(S’effield 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,J ohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunt’n 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wiison,A.Stanley( York. E.R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid, 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
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Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a number of Land Forces, not 
exceeding 420,000, all ranks, be main- 
tained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at 
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Home and Abroad, excluding His 
Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903.” (8.12.) 


(8.42.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said the debate 
this evening had been mostly on 
the statements in the speech of the 
Secretary of State for War with reference 
tothe Volunteers. He thought the case 
of the Volunteers had been sufficiently 
discussed, and he did not wish to pursue 
it. He quite recognised with hon. Mem- 
bers who had spoken the immense 
utility of the Volunteer force and the 
great effect it had on recruiting, and the 
popularity it brought to the Army and 
on all concerned. He should like to 
return to what the Secretary of State 
said about the scheme he had introduced 
for remodelling the land defences of the 
country and the Army generally. His 
first statement was that there was going 
to be a continuance of the Army Corps 
system. That system was very consider- 
ably criticised last year by many hon. 
Members, who said that it was merely a 
scaffolding and nothing else. They 
stated that it was a system by which the 
Government were producing staffs and 
Generals when there was yet no Army 
for them to command, and that while the 
expenditure would be very considerable 
the result would be very small. Since 
then that opinion had spread, and was 
now pretty well recognised, not only in 
all ranks of the Army, but throughout 
the whole country, It was pretty well 
acknowledged that last year’s scheme 
was a dead letter so far as the remodelling 
of the Army was concerned. Those who 
criticised the scheme pointed out at the 
time that the first thing necessary to 
start this great edifice was to put in the 
foundations in the way of recruiting. 
He himself suggested that an extra six- 
pence per day to useful soldiers would 
bring about that. He congratulated the 
Secretary of State on having accepted 
the advice that had been so freely offered 
to him in years gone by as to the 
pay of men who were efficient and useful 
in the Army, and of men who were 
engaged on foreign service. That was 
the beginning of the great scheme of 
which decentralisation was to be a part. 
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very slowly, while the expenditure on 
the staffs went on ata great pace. The 
Estimates showed that in two years 
they would have spent £94,000 on staffs 
and Generals to command visionary 
Army Corps. There was a well-known 
picture of Napoleon reviewing a phantom 
army on the Champsde Mars. The hon. 
Member thought the Secretary of State’s 
Army Corps were phantoms, except as 
regards staffs and Generals. 

As to. decentralisation, 
told that this, that, and 
would be delegated to the com- 
manders of divisions and _ brigades, 
but they were still waiting to hear 
that some of the work had been dele- 
gated. Many who had been advocating the 
change for years were delighted that the 
Secretary of State had started the com- 
bined system of long and short service— 
that was for increasing the short service 
and making a large and powerful reserve, 
and giving facilities for the soldier to 
continue his term, so that when he went 
to India there might not be the same 
expense as in past years in bringing him 
home. The result of the system would 
be that we would have to have battalions 
at home, because we could not draft 
practically half of a regiment to stay at 
home and send those who re-engaged for 
six years into another battalion to go 
abroad. This scheme must eventually 
lead to what he had always advocated, 
namely, a system of territorial brigades 
instead of territorial regiments, and con- 
sequently large instead of small depots. 
He knew that there was the expense of 
building barracks, but the Government 
were at present spending money on the 
building of barracks for the visionary 
Army Corps who were to come back from 
South Africa. Figures had been given 
in another place, and he thought they 
had been practically confirmed here, that 
when the war came to an end the number 
of regular troops to come back would be 
exceedingly small and would make no 
Army Corps at all. If, instead of building 
barracks and preparing for the mythical 
Army Corps likely to come home some day, 
they spent the money on training recruits 
for foreign service, they would do more 
advantageous work. 

Referring to the question of the cost 
of recruiting, the hon. Member said 


they were 


the other 


But decentralisation seemed to go on) that the large sums spent were always 
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grudged by the taxpayer. He did not 
say it was grudged for the Army more 
than anything else. Of course it was 
more grudged for the Army than the 
Navy. The expenditure was divided into 
£1,048,000 which England had to pay, 
and £760,000 which India had to pay. 
He thought £760,000 would be found to 
be too large an amount to expect India 
to pay, because India now paid a certain 
amount for the training of troops in 
England, and in future we should have 
to consider the training India, did of 
native troops whom we used elsewhere, 
and also the 10,000 men always ready to 
be taken from India and whom we 


regarded as a reserve for other parts of | 


the world. There was another thing he 
was sorry to see in the statement, namely, 
the pay of the Yeomanry. The new 
Yeomanry were practically mounted 
Militia. They had tried the bounty for ser- 
ving in the Militia and found it a failure, 
and yet they were starting a £5 bounty 
with the Yeomanry who offered to serve 
abroad. That was sure to prove a failure. 
If they got men to accept the bounty they 
would only weaken the Yeomanry 
regiments left at home. He thought 
this exploded fallacy would be done 
away with in the case of the Yeomanry 
in less time than in the case of the 
Militia. It would give the War Office 
an opportunity for counting men twice 
over, and of course they knew the War 
Office was fond of doing this. He 
thought the Militia had a real grievance 
in that they were not to get the extra 
sixpence when they were embodied. 
This was not fair, and ‘he believed it 
would be found to be a mistake. He 
insisted that the Milita were entitled to 
the additional sixpence a day, the same 
as the Regulars. In accordance with 


the present ridiculous system the Militia | 


had to volunteer before they could be 
sent abroad, but he held that if they 
were enlisted on terms of foreign service 
as many recruits would be got as 
at present, and the War Office would not 
require to go down on their knees to ask 
them to go abroad. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted and forty Members being found 
present 

Mr. Courtenay Warner. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 


would not press further the Militia 
grievances. But he wished to point out 
that under the general scheme the 
Militia Reserve would be enormously 
increased without an increase of officers, 
In times of emergency they had always 
to depend on the Militia Reserve, but 
the War Office scheme neglected to 
consider that Reserve. The Militia was 
the cheapest branch of the Army. The 
pay of the Regular Army amounted to 
£16,000,000, that of Militia to £2,260,000, 
while the cost of the Volunteers was 
£1,780,000. That was to say that the 
Militia cost a seventh of the Regular 
Army, and the Volunteers a ninth. 
But what were the proportions of the 
different arms sent to the front? 
Leaving out of account the Colonial 
Forces, there were 70,000 Regulars at 
the front, 20,000 Militia, and 10,000 
Volunteers. The Militia ought not to 
have been neglected as it had been in the 
new scheme. 


*(9.12.) Mason BAGOT (Westmoreland, 
Kendal) said that it had taken a great 
many years and a great many Secretaries 
of State for War to come tothe conclusion 
that if we were todraw to our Army 
the most desirable class of working men 
we must enter into competition with 
the labour market. He thought that 
a clear Is. or 1s. 6d. per day might 
draw good men to the Army; but 
he was of opinion that if the scale of 
living amongst working men was to go 
on improving in the future, as it had 
done in the last twenty-five years, even 
this addition to the pay of our soldiers 
would not be altogether sufficient to 
attract the class of men required. He 
admitted that a very great improvement 
had been made in the social status of the 
British soldier during the past twenty- 
five years. When he first joined the 
Army, nearly thirty years ago, the old 
Colonels would have thought it was 
contrary to discipline to allow a soldier 
to go on furlough in plain clothes. 
If the British soldier was to be encour- 


aged. he should not only have an increase 


in his pay, but be allowed more freedom 
when off parade and drill. The only 
one Army which could be really com- 
pared with the British was the United 
States Army. The pay of the private 
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in the latter Army was ls. 9d., after | publicly and taking away with the other 


three years service 2s., and after five 
years service 2s. 6d. 
considerable advance on anything we 
proposed to give to our soldiers, but he 
did not think, taking into consideration 


That was a very | 


privately. 
He next drew attention to the question 
of the future system of musketry to be 


‘carried on in the Army. He rejoiced 
| that his right hon. friend had realised how 


the difference between the conditions of | extremely important good shooting was, 
this country and the United States, that | and he had also realised that, up to the 
it would be necessary to go on to the | present, soldiers had been paid ina manner 
American scale of pay. He was, however, | which no private employer would permit. 
quite sure that there was no comparison | Skilled and unskilled were paid exactly 


between the general freedom given here 
and in the United States to the soldier 


| 


the same wages, and a third-class shot 
had as much pay as a first-class shot. 


when off parade and out of barracks. | His right hon. friend proposed to alter 


He understood the right hon. Gentleman 


the Secretary of State for War to say | 


that he was going to give the British 
soldier a clear 1s. or 1s. 6d. a day, but he 


that was the case. 
British soldier ever pocketed the clear 
sum of money promised him on joining 
the ranks, and which really induced him 
to go into the Army. There were 


| manship. 


that, and to do away with the third 
class and have only two classes of mark- 
Men in the first class would 


receive a clear 1s. 6d.a day, but he 
could not come to the conclusion that | 


At no date had the | 
_day and would only receive 1s. 


always deductions. Were these stoppages | 


to be abolished? The stoppages for 


barrack damages, for instance, were | 


excessive when the so-called damages 
were only fair wear and tear; and they 
were difficult to collect. One instance 
had been given by the hon. Member for 
East Somerset, to whom he _ himself 
had sent from South Africa a paper, 
in, which a claim for damages 
against a regiment stationed at Devon- 
port had been sent out all over South 
Africa to recover 1d.! | Perhaps the most 
important, because the most expensive, 
of all the stoppages, was that which a 
man had to meet when he went into 
hospital as the result of some illness or 
accident, not his own fault in any 
way whatever. It was perfectly right in 
certain circumstances that a man in 
hospital should have his pay stopped, 
but under ordinary circumstances he 
majntained that there should be no 
stoppage whatever. It was the business 
of the medical officer to find out 
whether a man was genuinely ill or 
shamming. If his right hon. friend 
would state that a soldier would in 
future get a clear ls. or 1s. 6d. a day, 
he was perfectly certain it would be a 
great inducement to recruiting. The 
previous history of the War Office deal- 


noticed that a man who did not get into 
the first class would be mulcted 2d. per 
4d. 
Although that was an excellent system 
in itself, and one which would induce 
men to use every endeavour to be good 
shots, it might act unfairly on the in- 
dividual soldier. No doubt the scheme 
had been drawn up by gentlemen who 
had given a great deal of attention to 
the theory of musketry, but he was not 


/sure that they had thought very much 


of the 


|soldiers, both of them in 








ings with the Army had been in the! 


practice. Musketry was con- 
ducted from the 1st of April to the 
Ist of October. Take two private 
receipt of 
having to 
man fired 


ls. 6d. per day, and each 
get into the first class. One 
his course early in the season, say on the 
15th of April, and failed. He was 
thereby immediately mulcted 2d. per 
day and did not get any chance of 
recovering that sum for at least a year, 
and possibly: for sixteen months, which 
would mean a loss of about £4. The 
other man might fire his course towards 
the end of the season and, supposing he 
failed, he would have an opportunity of 
getting back his 2d. per day within six 
months; and would have a_ great 
advantage over his fellow soldier by a 
mere accident. There must, of course 


be good and bad luck, but still, 
he thought the element of chance 
which he had mentioned might be 
removed. He should have preferred, 


himself, to have seen a gratuity, a sub- 
stantial gratuity, paid to each man who 
became a marksman, and also that his 


direction of giving with one hand very! company officer should give him the 
VOL CIV 
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indulgences, such as passes and plain 
clothes, which would have to be adopted 
if the Army was to be made popular. 
By all means let good shooting be 
encouraged, but under the present 
system one man might be deprived of 
2d. per day for sixteen months, whereas 
anotherman might bedeprived of thatsum 
for only six months. He was perfectly 
certain that the question of good shoot- 
ing was really of the very greatest 
importance. Under the short service 
system men would be put into the 
Reserve for nine years. That was a very 
long time, and if towards the end of 
that nine years a man, who had only 
three years practice of shooting in the 
Army, were called upon, he did not 
believe he would be of the slightest use 
as a rifle shot unless some system of 
annual rifle training for the Reserve 
was introduced. It would be a com- 
paratively easy thing to give the men in 
the Reserve a course of training, if not 
every year, at least every two years, 
unless they had passed a high standard. 
With the exception of these matters, he 
thought that the Secretary of State had 
put forward a really genuine proposal 
which would result undoubtedly in a 
very substantial increase in the number 
of recruits, and also a better class of 
man to serve in the Army. 


Supply—Army 


*(9. 25.) Dr. FARQUHARSON 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) said that in com- 
mon with every hon. Member who took 


an interest in the question, he 
had read with great interest the 
Report of the Inspector-General of 
Recruiting. While, however, it contained 


a great deal of valuable information, 
the Inspector-General had given no 
opinion of h’s own as to the best methods 
of getting recruits. He. thought that 
such an exceptionally able man as the 
present Inspector-General, who had special] 
facilities for getting information, could 
give very valuable advice as to the best 
way of getting recruits, and as to what 
should be done to get better conditions of 
recruiting generally. What interested 
him very much was that recruiting had 
been greatly stimulated at Woolwich by 
having better quarters for recruits. Had 
the right hon. Gentleman ever visited 
the recruiting station at St. 
Barracks? It was in charge of most a 


Major Bagot. 
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experienced recruiting officer, but over 
the door might have been inscribed, 
‘** Abandon hope, all ye who enter here.” 
They were told in the Inspector-General’s 
Report that recruiting for the line was 
unsatisfactory. He did not wonder at 
it. Ifhe might use the phrase without 
offence, he thought that the right hon. 
Gentleman was rather living in a fool’s 
paradise if he supposed he was 
going to compete with the skilled 
labour market. That was not possible. 
All he could hope for was to compete 
with the unskilled labour market, where 
he could get a certain number of very 
good men who would make excellent 
soldiers. One of the reasons why 
recruits could not now be got was that 
the Imperial Yeomanry were being paid 
5s. a day. He had talked to recruiting 
sergeants, and had asked them why they 
could not get more recruits, and he had 
always been told the same story, namely, 
that they could not get more recruits 
because the Imperial Yeomanry were 
getting 5s. a day, and the ordinary 
recruit would not enter the service at a 
ls. per day. Another question of very 
great importance was the question of 
the physical training of the soldiers, 
He thought that the physical training 
of the recruits was being overdone., A 
recruit was sent to Caterham or else- 
where, and had to go through an elabor. 
ate course of training. He saw opposite 
an hon. and gallant Gentleman who was 
an old comrade of his in the Coldstreams, 
and he knew that the young soldier 
was underied, and that every farthing 
he could scrape together was spent in 
providing himself with enough food, 
literally to keep body and soul together. 
Why were not recruits to get increased 
pay ? He considered that, most of all, the 
recruit was entitled to it, because he 
was undergoing physical training which 
placed a very great, continuous, and 
exhausting strain on his physical develop- 
ment. It should be remembered that he 
was a growing lad, building up his con- 
stitution, and if he were not fed well he 
would afterwards break down in all 
directions. He was glad to hear some 
discretion was given to the doctors with 
regard to the physical development of 
recruits, but the doctor should be a man 
of great practical experience ; it was no 
| use for these doctors to be mere general 
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practitioners. The Yeomanry were 
examined by general practitioners in the 
districts where they were recruited who 
had special instructions not to examine 
them in the same elaborate way in 
which the ordinary soldier is examined. 

A great deal had been said lately about 
the examination of the officers. The hon. 
and gallant Member for Mid Essex des 
cribed the process as the selection not of 
the fittest but the fattest. If a young 
officer was sent back for not being of a 
sufficient weight, all he had to do was to 
feed on a particular diet, or like the 
“Jumping Frog” fill himself up with 
shot, and he could pass the examination. 
He had heard of a young fellow who was 
sent back for being under weight. He 
went away and took a large meal of 
bread and water, and got his weight up 
so well asto be able to turn the scale in 
his favour. He noticed that medical 
ofticers were to look at defective teeth, 
and to ascertain in the first place whether 
they were due to constitutional taint or 
not. How were they to get at the con- 
stitutional taint ? 

Then it was said we must give 
better pay in order to get a better class 
fighting material. Was it really required 
to get a better man than the best; was 
it to be said that we had not the best 
fighting men in the world?) What we 
wanted was light-hearted devil-may-care 
kind of men who would fight our battles ; 
who were not afraid to go to battle and 
be killed for their country. Small men 
were the best, big men broke down with 
hernia, flat-foot, varicose vein, and, above 
all, heart. It was the small men who 
were the best fighting men in the world. 
We wanted, not men of a bad character, 
but men of not too good a character 
men who would fight well and die well 
for their country. The right hon. 
Gentleman also wanted to encourage 
marriage off the strength, which was an 
illegal action on the part of the soldier ; 
he did not see why they should be 
encouraged to break a fundamental 
condition of military life. A married 
man was a much worse soldier than a 
bachelor; he had his hostages to 
fortune at home to consider. A larger 
army was not required ; we could get all 
the fighting men we required in time of 
war. When war came we should get 
recruits in the same numbers as we 
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obtained them for this war. He was funda- 
mentally opposed to this system of Army 
Corps, and to the proposed increased pay 
to the soldier, which was quite unneces- 
sary. What we ought to do was, let 
the soldier get his full pay and not stop 
anything out of it; give him his pinch 
of salt and his dust of pepper and his 
drop of milk for his coffee, and jet him 
have his full pay. It was an unmitigated 
swindle to make the soldier pay for any- 
thing. We should encourage him to 
wear plain clothes on furlough, and treat 
him like a human being, allow him to 
go inside an omnibus or into a box at 
the theatre in his uniform; let him be 
received everywhere. And when his 
service is over, we ought to give him 
a good pension. The right hon. 
Gentleman, he perceived, did not intend 
to increase the pay of the non-commis- 
sioned officers, who were the hackbone 
of the army, and who did all the work. 
The regimental officers, as the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman opposite knew per- 
fectly well, did nothing whatever. 


*CoLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): I cannot agree with you. 


*Dr. FARQUHARSON said we ought 
to feed our soldiers better, and bridge 
over the gap between their dinner and 
their breakfast the next morning. At 
the present time the soldier had his 
dinner at 12 o'clock, and nothing more 
until the next morning. That was not 
the way to makethearmy popular. The 
soldier ought to be better fed and be given 
moreamusement, and above all be taught 
a good trade, so that when he returned to 
civil life he would become a useiul member 
of society. The Government did very little 
indeed to give the soldier a reasonable 
employment when he retired into private 
life. Ifa soldier retired on a good pen- 
sion, with a good character and a good 
trade, he was a recruiting officer far 
more useful than any of those who now 
went about bamboozling the poor iel- 
lows who were now induced to join. 


*(9.42.) CoLonEL LEGGE said he en- 
tirely repudiated the accusation which 
had been levelled against the Regimental 
Officers by the hon. Member who had 
just sat down. If it had not been for 
their devotion to duty we should not 
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have attained the position we now had 
in South Africa. However brilliant the 
Staff Officers might be, they had to 
depend in the day of battle on the fight- 
ing men. 


*Dr. FARQUHARSON 
intention to make any 
against regimental ofticers. 


disclaimed 
imputation 


*CoLoNEL LEGGE said that he would 
not, in that case, further labour the 
matter. With regard to recruiting, that 
question was two-fold. There was the 
question of getting the recruits, and the 
question of keeping them when they 
were obtained. In order to obtain re- 
cruits, it was necessary to make the Ser- 
vice attractive, and in order to keep 
them they must be made comfortable and 
contented. He hailed with great satis- 
faction the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman that the War Office was 
about to increase the pay in the Army. 
To increase the pay was the only way in 
which the necessary number of recruits 
could be obtained. He agreed that it 
should be made certain that a soldier 
would get all he was led to expect by the 
promises made. When aman enlisted, 
instead of getting the money announced 
on the posters in every recruiting 
station, he found himself liable to a large 
number of stoppages. Under the Royal 


Warrant he would be liable to hospital | 


stoppages, to a stoppage of 45d for 
messing—but, asa rule, it does not exceed 
3d. or 2d.— a penny for washing, and 
he had to pay for hair-cutting, to sub- 
scribe to the library and regimental 


institute, to keep up his clothing— | 


though the clothing scale now was very 
liberal, anda careful man would have little 


to pay in that respect—and also had to’ 


pay for his “necessaries.” The last-named, 
he thought, was a very great grievance. 
When a recruit joined he received a full 
kit of necessaries—i.c., underclothing, 
brushes, and various articles for keeping 
his accoutrements clean—but he never 
received another issue. With great care 
many of the articles would probably last 
the whole of his service, but the under- 
clothing and brushes certainly would not. 
These necessaries should be treated in 
the same way as clothing, and periodical 
issues made. Such a course would 
relieve the recruit of great expense and 
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much disappointment and annoyance, 
These were matters which required to be 
taken into consideration in connection 
with the question of improving the con- 
dition of the soldiers and encouraging 
men to enter and remain in the Army. 
Another point in the direction of mak- 
ing things comfortable for the recruit 
was the accommodation in barracks. Last 
year he called attention to the barracks 
at a station in Ireland with which he was 
acquainted. Those barracks were then 
in extremely bad order, but since then 
he was glad to say considerable improve- 
ments had been made. He hoped the 
Secretary of State would go on improv- 
ing the barracks, so as to make the 
men as comfortable as possible. 

Then there was the question of messing 
allowance. A soldier received the Govern- 
ment allowance of rations, but every- 
thing else—groceries, vegetables, bread 
and butter, and so on—he had to pay 
for himself. There was a daily stoppage 
on that account, and in 1898, in order 
to enable the men to live better, a 
messing allowance of 3d. per day was 
granted. But this was denied to the 


recruits. The recruit, however, was 
the very man who most needed the 
extra food. The conditions attaching to 


the issue of the messing allowance were 
that the private soldier must have 
attained the age of nineteen years, have 
been the full period of six months under 
training, and during that period have 
made satisfactory progress. In reply to 
a question on the subject last year, the 
| Financial Secretary to the War Office 
stated that the matter had been care- 
fully considered, but there would appear 
to be no justification for the relaxation 
of the regulation. He, however, thought 
there was every reason for such a re- 
laxation. It was not desirable that the 
recruit should receive the same pay as 
the trained soldier, but the very last 
thing that should be done was to de- 
prive him of any portion of his food. 
He sincerely hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would see his way to granting this 
messing allowance to the young soldiers 
who so much needed it. Possibly the 
War Office was getting out of the diffi- 
|culty in another way, as he was told 
|that recruits now had not to do any 
work before breakfast, and were not 
| put on guard until they had been six 
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months in the service. He did not 
think that was a judicious way of 
getting out of the difficulty. It would 
be far better to give a man, when, as 
a growing lad he particularly required 
it, the full benefit of the messing which 
he got as a trained soldier, and to make 
him do the duty he had always been 
required to do. He could not see what 
object was to be gained by allowing a 
recruit to do nothing before the break- 
fast hour. Under certain circumstances, 
especially in cavalry regiments, it would 
be impossible properly to train recruits 
if such a system were carried out. 
In regard to recruiting, a good 
deal was sometimes heard about lower- 
ing the standard and “specials.” To 
lower the standard was, of course, 
one way of getting recruits when the 
Army was hard up for them, and it was 
not an altogether objectionable plan. A 
short man, if he was strong, well-made, 
and active, might be just as good a shot as, 
and perhaps a better one, than a tall man. 
But with regard to “ specials,” there were 
greater objections. In the regiment he 
had commanded, he was very particular 
about the recruits. He used to have 
them weighed and measured when they 
entered, and again after they had made 
some progress, and he found that while 
they would always growin chest measure- 
ment they did not necessarily grow in 
height. When, therefore, he was asked to 
take a “special,” under a certain height, 
he, as a rule, declined to do so, but he had 
no objection to taking him if he was only 
under chest measurement. His reason 
for making the distinction was that his 
regiment was a Lancer Regiment, and a 
lancer could not properly wield his lance 
unless he had a certain length of leg to 
enable him to get a good grip of his 
horse. 

A further point he desired to touch 
upon was that of consulting the Colonies 
with regard to assisting us in keeping 
up the strength of the Army. Last 
year he asked the Secretary of State for 
War whether he would consider the 
advisability of inviting the Colonies to 
raise a regular force for servicein the 
Imperial Army at home and abroad 
during peace and war, and the answer 
of the right hon. Gentleman was that 
the proposal had been repeatedly con- 
sidered, but had not hitherto been 
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found practicable, though he hoped the 
beginning of some such connection might 
be made through the Imperial Yeomanry. 
He (the’hon. Member), however, failed to 
see how the connection could beso made, 
as the Imperial Yeomanry were neither 
“Tmperial”” nor “ Yeomanry,” being 
under the regulations of last year 
mounted Militia for home defence. He 
believed that in course of time the 
Colonies might raise regiments, each 
Colony in its own area, having the depot 
in the Colony, to be part of the great 
Imperial Army of the Empire, to take 
theirturn of service at home and also 
abroad, and be treatedin every way like 
other regiments in the Army. Such a 
scheme was, he believed, possible. One bat- 
talion raised in that way in Canada had 
been working with us, but not long agoa 
demand was made that it should be 
repatriated ; that it should have its depot 
in Canada again. The localisation of that 
Canadian Regiment had been rather 
peculiar. The original regiment was the 
100th of the line, the Prince of Wales’ 
Royal Canadians. When the amalgama- 
tion took place some years ago, it became 
the first battalion of theregiment, and had 
for its second battalion the 109th Regi- 
ment Bombay Infantry. It was possible 
that theSecretary of State at that time had 
some germs of Imperialism in himy and 
that he thought the connection between 
Canada and Bombay a judicious one, but, 
having been thus connected, the two 
battalions were given the name of ‘the 
Prince of Wales’ Leinster Regiment, 
Royal Canadians,” and the dep6t was at 
Birr, in King’s County, Ireland. He did 
not think that was quite the way to 
bring about a connection with the 
Colonies. But it was possible to do 
something to bring Colonial regiments 
into line with our own regiments, and 
he would like to see such regiments take 
their turn on home service, and, among 
other things, be quartered in London, 
and take their turn at guarding the 
Royal Palaces. 


*(10.0.) Sm CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) said 
this was the annual occasion for discussing 
these questions from a military point of 
view, and but for one or two interesting 
speeches they would hardly have gathered 
from the debate that they were face to face 
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with a great war and with a great scheme 
of Army reform for the future. There were 
many active Volunteer officers,in the 
House who al waystook the deepest concern 
in matters affecting Volunteer regiments 
which they knew so well. But if they 
put it as high as they liked, the Volun- 
teer question was, after all, not the most 
important question before them. He 
would say nothing on this occasion upon 
the war, although this was the only 
opportunity they might have of dis- 
cussing the military arrangements in 
connection with the war. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for War knew 
his views upon that subject, and all he 
had to say was that they remained un- 
changed and unaffected by the action 
which the Government had taken in 
South Africa. He regarded the loss of 
the convoys and the defeats which we 
had suffered in the last month at 
Uitspanfontein and Klerksdorp as being 
in the highest degree damaging to our 
military character in the world. He 
believed that those losses were due to the 
feebleness.of our cavalry work, and that 
they could have been guarded against by 
precautions taken in advance. All the 
promises made to them two years ago 
that in future the horses should never be 
sent up at once, to be worked to death, 
directly after their arrival at Cape Town, 
had been broken. He believed the whole 
Intelligence Staff work of the Army 
was affected by these considerations. If 
there had been a proper organisation of 
the headquarter staff of the Army, and a 
proper use of the intelligence branch, 
which they knew was a failure at the 
beginning of the war, these events would 
not have occurred. 

He thought, however, that on this 
occasion the most useful thing to do 
would be to consider the plans for the 
future, which the Government had placed 
before them. The Secretary for War in 
kis interesting statement two days ago, 
made some reference to the unfortunate 
scheme of last year. It was not necessary, 
perhaps, to revive all that was then said, 
but the Secretary for War did tempt 
Providence a little in using such unfortu- 
nate language about his Army Corps. 
The right hon. Gentleman said trium- 
phantly that the Army Corps scheme of 
last year still held the field [Laughter. | 
A statement of that sort was noargument. 
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Then there was the most unfortunate 
quotation about the French officer who, 
when asked by the Emperor Napoleon 
where his troops were, said, ‘Sire, they 
are there.” He supposed the right hon. 
Gentleman meant that his Army Corps 
were buried in Africa. While they were 
there this organisation was a premature 
device. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
went out of his way to complain that he 
had been attacked most unjustly about 
many matters, one of which, as to the 
German guns, seemed particularly to 
rankle in his mind. It was an entire 
misrepresentation, however, to say that 
the Government was attacked because 
the guns were bought inGermany. ‘The 
Government was attacked five years ago 
for not having any quick-firing guns— 
German, English, French, or anything 
else—and it was shown also that they had 
been offered quick-firing guns of the most 
improved type by a foreign firm—French 
guns they happened to be. But the 
Government at that time did not even 
seem to know what quick-firmg guns 
were. Thev were taught by painful 
experience in South Africa, and then, in 
a great hurry, they ordered some German 
guns,which were imperfect. The point was, 
however, thatthey oughtto have had quick- 
firing guns in their possession years before. 
A general attack was not made upon 
German guns, but because guns had to be 
ordered in a hurry which were imperfect. 
A few vears ago the then Financial See- 
retary to the War Office admitted that 
they had no quick-firing guns, and he 
admitted that this class of guns had been 
offered to them by foreign firms and 
refused. He stated that they were re 
fused, because the Government felt that 
changes were still going on, and they 
thought the best thing they could do was 
to wait for further improvements. 

But there was a further complaint, 
and it was that the House of Commons 
never had an opportunity of discussing 
this question at all. They were told that 
one of the greatest needs of the War 
Office was that they should be able to 
spend small amounts without the pre- 
liminary sanction of the House of 
Commons. But there was the power 
which, with the consent of the 
Treasury, enabled them to transfer 
money from one head to another. By 
taking advantage of this power these 
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German guns were paid for out of the 
Clothing Vote, and be believed it would 


be in order- to discuss that ques- 
tion when in August next the 
transfer came before the House. 


He was sorry that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should have brought so much 
ancient history into a statement so im- 
portant that it needed no garnishing. 
It was a completely new departure which 
they ought to consider carefully upon 
its own merits. It was, he thought, 
useless to consider in that House any- 
thing but the main lines of these pro- 
posals. ‘There was one matter, however, 
which ought to be touched on ; it was by 
no means certain that we ought to apply 
the same system of enlistment to the 
infantry of the Line as to the special 
branches of the Service—the cavalry and 
artillery. To introduce a uniform 
system all round was now admitted to 
be a mistake by France and Prussia. 
In Prussia there was now a different 
period of service for cavalry, and the 
deficiency and difficulty had been with 
regard to the infantry of the Line. It 
ought not to be assumed by the Govern 
ment that any welcome or sanction given 
to their scheme with regard to the in- 
fantry of the Line, was also extended 
with regard to the cavalry and artillery. 
There were some hon. Members who felt 
very deeply on the point that the 
Government must not be allowed to 
trust for the mounted services of this 
country to scratch forces of one kind or 
another. In the statement made by the 
right hon. Gentleman two days ago, he 
referred tothe Yeomanry. He saw some 
distinguished officers of the Yeomanry 
present, and he believed he should have 
them with him when he said that the 
Regular Army of the country ought to 
contain its own regular cavalry in suffi- 
cient numbers, and it ought also to have 
its mounted infantry regular regiments. 
They could not expect to have their Army 
in a condition to meet the calls which 
might be made upon it unless they had 





more mounted troops of a_ regular 
description. With regard to the main 


part of the scheme, it wasthat to which 
his noble friend the Financial Secretary 
to the War O tice referred, when he said 
that he (the right hon. Baronet) was likea 
squirrel in a cage, always making the same 
motion. He was not one of those indi- 
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viduals who, because his principles were 
not accepted, thought he ought to change 
them. It seemed to him that in these 
matters they should be importunate like 
the widow in the Scriptures. They had 
gone on repeating those principles, and 
they had now got their way, and had 
made a real impression upon the Govern- 
ment. 

Dealing with the main points of the 
scheme of the Secretary for War, he 
said that they seemed to him to be 
satisfactory. The right hon. Gentleman 
admitted to the full that which no 
Government had ever before admitted— 
the complete breakdown, the hopeless 
and discreditable breakdown. of the 
existing system. Instead of palliating 
the deficiencies, the right hon. Gentle- 
man stated, without concealment, the 
horrible wastage of the British Army, 
which prevented the Cardwell scheme 
from working in practice, and their 
getting in the. Reserve the men they 
had paid for. This was an advance. 
Before the publication of the Report of 
the Inspector-General of Recruiting, he 
and several of his hon. friends joined 
together in putting on the Paper notices 
which called attention to the state of 
recruiting for the infantry of the Line. 
They said that the conditions must 
be improved. The only omissions he 
noticed in the statement of deficiency 
and failure consisted in the right hon. 
Gentleman making no reference to the 
breakdown of the linked battalion 
system, for the state of things now was 
worse than it was last year. Four 
battalions were disbanded Jast year, or 
before last year, and the Navy had 
refused to take over the coaling stations 
which made matters worse than last 
year. 

The right hon. Gentleman had ad- 
mitted that there was a breakdown of 
the Reserve. He put this somewhat 
mildly in his written statement, for he 
said that the Reserve at the end of the 
war would be ‘“‘somewhat short of the 
establishment.” But when he made 
the revelation to the House of the 
wastage and the causes of wastage 
which the War Office had glossed over 
in the past, he used words which were 
not sufficiently recognised outside as 
being the death-knell of the conscription 
remedy. He had seen with astonishment 
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in the Press that it had been suggested 
that the words of the right hon. Gentle- 
man pointed towards the possibility 
of the adoption of conscription. To his 
mind, the right hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment had destroyed conscription for 
ever.. In the Channel Islands a uni- 
versal liability to bear arms had existed, 
but the Government had allowed that 
liability to go by the board. He con- 
fessed that the abolition of universal 
service in the Channel Islands was good 
enough for him, and that the Govern- 
ment, in assenting to the abolition of 
the principle there, was not likely to 
introduce it here. But the House 
was saved from all need of dis- 
cussing the applicability to the peculiar 
circumstances of the British Empire of 
the system of conscription by the words 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
used. If the remedies in this scheme 
were not sufficient, other remedies in 
the same direction could obviously be 
tried, and that seemed to him to concede 
the whole position. 

We had been enlisting and training 
large numbers of unsound and value- 
less men. It was now proposed that 
we should have a double system of 
enlistment, which many of them had 
always asked for. If he might say 
so, the Government had reached the 
point at which he himself stood a few 
years ago. He had gone a little further 
since in the same direction, but the 
Government had adopted the scheme 
which other hon. Members and himself 
had put before the House some years 
ago. The Government had now adopted 
three year enlistment and eight year 
enlistment. He had gone further be- 
cause, personally, he adopted the view 
which was put before the House last 
year by the hon. Member for Oldham, 
that in the interest of the country 
they ought to accept the services of 
men for the shortest time 
would enable the authorities to make 
them of some use. A great advan- 
tage was gained by allowing men 
to try our military system ; and although 
he admitted that they could not have 
men coming in at all periods of the year, 
yet even in a year’s service, if they could 
get all the men at the same period, a 
great deal of good could be achieved. 
He thought that the Government would 
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be driven to that system-of taking men 
for one year provided that they could 
get them all to join at the same time of 
the year. He was confident there were 
a great many men in the country who if 
they were made fairly comfortable would 
make trial of the system of service, but, 
to use their own phrase, they would not 
“sign away their liberty ” by entering 
for a long term. With regard to enlist- 
ments for India, he agreed with the hon. 
Member for West Aberdeenshire on the 
question of age. There was a terrible 
piece of evidence given by His Royal 
Highness the Duke of Connaught  be- 
fore the Wantage Committee. He said— 
“Half the men were really much under the 
nominal age, and made no secret of this fact. 
He had himself received drafts in India, men so 
young that he had said on looking at them 
thal half would die during their service, and 
half did die.” 
That was a terrible piece of evidence, and 
if, in connection with this point, the 
Government could do something to 
prevent this enlistment of boys for India, 
and see that they did not make mere 
fraudulent statements in regard to their 
age in order to enlist, they would 
be doing a great deal for the interests of 
this country, and they would also be 
doing what the Indian taxpayer de- 
manded. India paid for an article of good 
quality, and it was a gross fraud on India 
to send out men under conditions of that 
kind In the same evidence, the Duke of 
Connaught laid great stress upon in- 
creased food for the younger men when 
engaged in gymnastics and drill. 
Members who had become acquainted 
with men who had just left the Army 
would know that these men gave the 
Army a bad name. The men might be 
wrong, but their opinions were of 
vital moment, for it was what they 
thought rather than what was the 
fact that affected recruiting. It was. 
therefore, worth while to inquire 
why they held these opinions. The men 
were apt to give the military service a 
bad character because of breach of faith, 
and there seemed good ground for the 
complaint. They very often heard civilian 
servants of all classes complain of the 
hard conditions of their life and the low- 
ness of their pay, but, at any rate, they 
knew what they were going in for. A 
soldier did not know, and, therefore, he 
thought there was great justice in his 
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complaint. Some time ago his noble 
friend the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office made a speech at Bolton which 
the private soldier was continually quot- 
ing. In that speech the noble Lord said 
that the soldier was getting— 


‘‘ Lodging, free clothing and food, and seven 
shillings a week to put in his pocket.” 


Every British soldier seemed to know 
that speech by heart, and some of them 
used language with regard to it which 
was neither Parliamentary nor polite, and 
he thought the private had some ground 
for doing this. The hon. Member who 
had just spoken referred to stoppages. 
There had been in the past a tendency 
on the part of the War Office 
to count the same money twice over, 
and now that the Secretary for War 
was in a reforming frame of mind, he 
thought he might very well give his 
attention to these matters of which the 
soldier complained, and which were 
regarded as breaches of faith. He hoped 
he should be free from any accusation of 
doing anything which could do harm to 
the public interest in these matters. 
Although no complaints had been made 
in this House upon this point, Lord 
Lansdowne did go out of his way in the 
House of Lords to take to task the Duke 
of Bedford for some observations he 
mide on the subject. But, after all, the 
British soldier knew all these things 
periectly well, even if the ordinary British 
public did not know them. The British 
soldier knew them all by heart. The noble 
Lord opposite told the British soldier 
that he got all those things for nothing, 
together with one shilling per day pocket 
money. He had in his hand the actual 
pay sheet showing the actual stoppages 
referred to by the hon. Member for South 
Westmoreland and the hon. and gallant 
Member who had just spoken. It should 
be remembered by those who were not 
soldiers that the stoppages were not 
everything. There were many things that 
had to be paid for out of what was called 
the pocket money, besides those which 
were stopped upon the pay sheet itself. 
There were such things on the pay sheet 
as messing, washing, hair cutting, library, 
rifle class (voluntary), games club (volun- 
tary), barrack damages, Army Temper- 
ance Association (voluntary), necessaries 
from regimental store (shirt, trousers, 
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socks, etc.), boot bill and tailor’s bill. 
Besides those, there were a still larger 
number of things which were virtually 
necessary, and which had to be paid out 
of the soldier's own pocket after 
he got his money. There were 
such things as coal for extra fuel, plates, 
and basins, cleaning material (1s. per 
month)—boot blacking, pouch blacking, 
and pipeclay. For marking Id. per 
month and a 4d. per article. A 
most curious item, of which the 
soldiers bitterly complained, was the 
charge for shaving. It was an extraordin- 
ary fact, well known to the military 
Members of the House, though not to 
civilians generally, that the razor sup- 
plied to the soldier by the Government 
was only for show in his kit and was never 
used. Then there was the charge for 
extra washing, ls. a month for walking- 
out gloves, hair brushes, walking-out 
regimental canes (4d. per month), 
supper, and also beer, which was not 
aecessary, but usual. Now, leaving out 
the beer and the three voluntary items, 
which were not entirely voluntary, there 
were eighteen items—eight of them on the 
pay-sheet and ten out of the man’s own 
pocket—which every soldier had to pay, 
and they came to a very considerab!e 
amount. The men complained not 
only of these stoppages, but of the 
discontinuance of the lodging grant 
of 4d. a day when on_ furlough, 
which had been given down to 1880. 
They said that the Government had set 
off against that what was called a con- 
cession by the railway companies with 
regard to travelling; but that was only 
what every football player, cricketer, and 
angler got, and was therefore no con- 
cession at all. 


The one other question which he 
wished to press was that of food. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that 
the recruit was to get an additional 
3d. a day for food so soon as he 
was efficient, but a boy in the 
Navy got more than the able seaman— 


not less. Ought not the British soldier 
to be treated as the British sailor 
was treated? The Committee on the 


Food of the Navy, in their admirable 


Report, laid down the sound principle— 


and they were dealing with a system of 
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feeding which was already better than | 


that of the Army—that— 

** The ration should be sufficient in itself to 
satisfy all reasonable requirements of the men 
and able to maintain them ina perfect state of 
health.” 


They aiso said— 

** We have taken into consideration the rise 

which has taken place iu the standard of living 
of the class on shore from which the men fre 
commonly recruited.” 
Those principles seemed to him to 
be perfectly sound and perfectly applic- 
able to the British Army. It was 
impossible to pretend that the food 
which was at present given as public 
food to the soldier was suftcient 
under those naval canons. The very 
best food, in the regiment where it was 
best looked after, could not be compared 
with the food provided for the police 
any day at one o’clock at Bow-street. 
The latter was infinitely superior. 
When we were considering this ques- 
tion they ought to look 
at what the men put first. The men 
themselves put feod and comfort before 
pay. No doubt they might be mistaken 
in doing so, but what had to be dealt 
with was what prevented men, and even 
soldiers’ sons, joining the Army. Food 
and comfort was what the soldiers looked 
to, not cubicles and things of that 
kind. 

Mr. WINSTON 
(Oldham) : 
comfort ! 

* Str CHARLES DILKE: They are 
all against cubicles; they sneer at them. 
This subject of food had been considered 
by scientific men. Dr. Haldane, of 
Oxford, who bad gone into this matter 
with a good deal of care, said that the 
recruit got only 36 per cent. of what he 
ought to get to keep him in health—36 
per cent. of what a Scotch convict got, 
and infinitely less than the ordinary 
factory worker. After receiving the 
threepence messing allowance he got 52 
per cent. But hedid not bind himself to 
Dr. Haldane’s statistics. He preferred to 
rely on the opinion of the men, which 
pointed to the same conclusion. Now 
that they had gone so far, they ought at 
once to try to meet the opinion of the 
enlisting classes with regard to food and 
comfort. If their present scheme was not 
sufficient to attract the men, they ought 
to try a still shorter period of enlistment. 


Sir Charles Dil’ve. 


HOvo, 


CHURCHILL 


Do not cubicles promote 
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*(10.38.) Lorp ALWYNE COMpP- 
TON (Bedfordshire, Biggleswade) said 


that as an old soldier of fourteen 
years service he felt most strongly 
that what the right hon. Baronet 


who had just sat down had said was 
perfectly true. The scheme put before 
the House by the right hon. the Secre- 
tary of State for War, involving, as it 
did, our ability to maintain our land 
forces for the defence of the Empire“was 
most momentous. He would point out 
that everything that had been said by 
the critics of the War Office before the 
war, as to the insufficiency of the guns 
for our Army, had unfortunately proved 
true by events in South Africa. So 
much was the want of guns felt, that 
he believed he was not exaggerating 
when he said that not only were the 
arsenals ransacked, but that even some 
of the show guns from the museums 
were taken away to South Africa 
a year after the campaign was started, 
and that the orders issued for new 
guns amounted to something ike 500 
pieces of ordnance. He agreed with 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean that the Army should 
be properly supplied with regular cavalry 
and regular mounted infantry. It was 
generally thought nowadays that a 
soldier could be made in a very short 
period of time. That was a dangerous 
theory. The old saying in cavalry regi- 
ments that it took two years to make en 
efficient soldier still held good. The 
main point in the speech of the Secretary 
of State for War was the question of 
the increase of pay, with the view of 
obtaining a better class of men for the 
Army, and he thought that every hon. 
Member in the House might congratulate 
the right hon. Gentieman on the steps 
he had taken to obtain more recruits. 
The next most important stage in his 
right hon. friend’s speech was at the end, 
where he foreshadowed that after con- 
sultation with the Colonial representa- 
tives it might be possible that some real 
effort might be made to re-organise the 
land forces of the Empire as an Imperial 
force, and to distribute it over the 
Empire, so that it should be ready to 
meet any attack or danger in any part 
of the world. As to the increase of pay, 
he had only a few words to say. No 
doubt it had been very carefully con- 
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sidered, but he thought that the non- 
commissioned officers would naturally 
feel some resentment, and it would be 
advisable for his right hon. friend to 
explain. 


Mr. BRODRICK asked if his noble 
friend’s contention was that the non- 
commissioned officers should get an 
equal increase with the men ? 


*Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON said he 
didnot mean that for a moment, but the 
non-commissioned officers would naturally 
say that they were the men who had 
taken-most trouble with their profession, 
and yet they saw the junior ranks given 
an increase of pay while they received 
no addition. 

Mr. BRODRICK said that the non- 
commissioned ofticers would get the 
allowance for stoppages, and 6d. a day 
later on. That would be 8d. a day more. 


*Lorp ALWY NE COMPTON said he was 
glad that the point had been made clear. 
As regarded the additional 6d., for his own 
part he believed that 1s. a day was quite 
sufficient for a recruit if he got a clear 
shilling, but after that he should have 
preierred a sliding scale rising from 1s. 
to ls. 9d. or any higher sum. Human 
nature was human nature all the world 
over, and as long as men saw something 
in front of them, it was a great advan 
tage. It was perfectly true that last 
year his right hon. friend drew the out- 
line of several Army Corps, and many 
hon. Members were inclined to support 
him because of the principles he laid 
down, namely, the principle of decentra- 
sation, and the principle, which he 
afterwards departed from, and _ later 
returned to, that the officer who was in 
command of an Army Corps in peace 
should lead it in war. But surely the 
whole basis of that scheme was the 
distribution of the forces as far as the 
garrisons of India, South Africa, and 
other places were concerned. South 
Africa was to have twelve battalions of 
Infantry. He did not go so far as the 
hon. Member who said that it would be 
hecessary to have a garrison of 100,000 
in South Africa, but at the same time 
he had very little doubt that the twelve 
battalions of his right hon. friend, say 
10,000 men. were obviously too few. 
Now that they knew that 50,000 or 
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60,000 men would be required in 
South Africa for some time, the scheme 
to that extent fell to the ground. 

His own view was, although hon. 
Members on the other side who had 
sympathy with the Boers would not 
agree with hm, that the war was nearly 
over. It was a bold statement to make, 
but it was his own feeling. He wished 
to ask the House what position they 
should be in as regarded the land forces 
when the war came to an end. He had 
read an admirable speech made in 
another place a few nights ago by the 
Duke of Bedford, whose contributions 
on those subjects were always valuable. 
As faras he understood, the total strength 


of the Regular Army in South Africa 
had been returned at 137,000 men. 
The Duke of Bedford’s figures were 


disputed by the Under Secretary of 
State for War, but, although he disputed 
them, he did not appear as if he knew 
how to criticise them. There must be 
released at the termination of the war 
in South Africa something like 67,000 
reservists. The strength of the Regular 
Army now at home was 120,000 men, and 
that included the men who had_ been 
invalided home and recruits under 
twenty-one. Thirteen thousand men 
would be required for foreign service, 
leaving a residue of 90,000 at home, 
instead of the 155,000 on which his 
right hon. friend had calculated. The 
war was entered on with the reserve of 
107,000 men, and when it was over 
there would be no field Army with the 
colours at home, but merely a dep6t, so 
to speak, of 90,000 men, including 
invalids and boys, and that number 
would be called upon to supply drafts 
for regiments abroad. No one could 
deny the gravity of that situation. No 
one could deny that the condition was a 
parlous one. His right hon. friend had 
attempted a solution of the problem. 
He would express no opinion on the 
subject, but he hoped his right hon. 
friend would be successful. He would 
like, however, to throw out one suggestion. 
His own belief was that there was one 
other way of obtaining the men required. 
The system of recruiting was a very 
poor system, and had been carried on 
without any modification for sixty or 
seventy years. At present it was carried 
on by military agents alone; that was 
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to say, by recruiting sergeants called 
away from their ordinary duties to stand 
about street corners and about the 
country and endeavour to entrap young 
men into their nets. He used the word 
“entrap” advisedly. The recruiting 
sergeants were making a feeble attempt 
to compete with the labour market. 
Surely that might be altered, if the 
system were put on a different basis. 
He saw no reason why “it should not be 
put on a national basis, and why the 
other great Departments of the State 
who took very little interest in it at 
present, should not co-operate. He saw 
no reason why the lord lieutenants of 
counties and the mayors of cities should 
not form committees, and why some 
method should not be adopted to make 
what was atter all a national problem a 
national question. Inthat way, he thought, 
the difficulty with which they were now 
face to face would be removed. But the 
War Office should do its duty and that 
duty was to see that no breach of faith 
towards the men was committed; and 
the nation itself had got its duty and 
that was to receive back again into civil 
life the men who had served in the 
Army. Some ofthe men of the irregular 
corps he had taken to South Africa, very 
respectable men who left the ranks 
with very good characters, had walked 
about the streets of London looking for 
work, and they told him that it was 
better not to say that they had been to 
South Africa, as they would have a 
better chance of getting work. The 
broad point he wished to make was 
whether the recruiting system could not 
be put on a national basis. If that 
were done he believed they would have 
a better chance of solving the problem 
they would have to face during the next 
few years. 
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*(11.0.) Sm ARTHUR HAYTER 
(Walsall) said he was very anxious to 
emphasise one point touched on by the 
noble Lord who had just spoken, and also 
by his right hon. friend the Member for 
Forest of Dean, and that was how 
absolutely essential it was to differentiate 
between the timeofservicefor the infantry 
andthat forthecavalryand horse artillery. 
He would give four excellent reasons, 
any one of which he thought would be 
well worthy of the consideration of the 


Lord Alwyne Compton. 
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right hon. Gentleman. The first was 
that, unlike recruiting for the line, 


recruiting for the horse artillery and 
cavalry was exceedingly popular at pre- 
sent. Whether it was prestige, or the 
dress, or the riding, or the nature of the 
service, the cavalry and horse artillery 
were exceedingly popular. Why there- 
fore, interfere with them, and change 
the limit of service? He had another 
reason which was equally strong. The 
noble Lord, himself an officer in the 
Lancers, said that it took nearly two 
years to make a cavalry soldier. He 
himself did not know that it took quite 
so long, but he had always understood 
that the time required for training a 
cavalry officer and an infantry officer 
was eight months in one case and three 
months in the other. He could not 
imagine that it was good economy to, 
enlist a man for three years when it took 
him more than a year to become an 
efficient soldier. It was too expensive a 
process altogether. That argument, as 
applied to the cavalry, applied with still 
greater force to the horse artillery. 
Then again, what was the use of a cavalry 
reserve? When he was at the War 
Office he had always been told that 
when a man ceased to ride he became 
unfit for active service. He thought it 
would be an extremely bad thing to 
ailow cavalry soldiers to enlist, and then 
to pass the greater part of their 
time in the reserve. The last reason 
he had was that in the Report of the 
Wantage Commission it was distinctly 
and unanimously stated that the proper 
period of service in the cavalry was nine 
years with the colours and three years in 
the reserve. He earnestly hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would carefully 
consider those reasons, and endeaveur, if 
possible, to leave the periods of service 
in the cavalry and horse artillery as they 
were at present. 

The main point that had to be con- 
sidered in the new scheme was, of course, 
the increase of pay. He rejoiced extremely 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
adopted almost en blo the proposals 
made ten years ago by the Wantage 
Commission. In the Report of the 
Inspector General of Recruiting they 
found that the system of bounties had 
almost entirely failed. An offer of £5 for 
an additional service of one year met 
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with no response at all in South Africa, 
The increase of pay would, no doubt, be 
a great inducement. He was glad to 
know that the pay of the lance corporal 
was to be increased. That was specially 
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recommended in the Report of the 
Wantage Commission. He _ thought 


every military Member of the Committee 
would agree that a great many men 
gave up their stripe when they got it 
because they did not find the small 
increase in their pay was sufficient 
for the extra time, trouble, and responsi- 
bility that were involved. As he under- 
stood the scheme, it was intended to 
appoint ten corporals in each battalion. 
With regard to another very important 
point, he confessed he did not quite 
understand the statement of the right 
hon.Gentleman as regarded the alteration 
of the good conduct pay. He would, 
however, call his attention to the fact 
that the Wantage Commission strongly 
recommended that the period of service 
for obtaining the first good conduct 
stripe should be one year. The hon. 
Member for the Fareham division alluded 
to the fact that there was a progressive 
rate of pay in the American Army, and 
that it had been found very attractive. If 
one good conduct stripe could be earned 
in one year, two after three years, and 
three atter five years —that was the 
recommendation of the Wantage 
Commission —it would give a man a 
chance of obtaining very early in his 
service additional pay. 

There were other matters which the 
right hon. Gentleman would do well to 
keep in mind. There was the very 
strong recommendation of the Wantage 
Commission that the recruiting quarters 
should be in a popular part of the town. 
The Inspector General of Recruiting 
taid that a recruit disliked nothing so 
much as to have to enlist in a low 
quarter of the town, and he pointed out 
two striking examples. Liverpool, and 
Woolwich. The recruiting quarters in 
Liverpool were in an extremely bad part 
of the town. At Woolwich a new house 
was taken in a popular part of the town, 
and the expense was amply repaid by a 
rapid increase in recruiting, mainly from 
that cause. His right hon. friend the 
Member for the Forest of Dean alluded 
to the question of not overworking 
recruits when they first came in. He 
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understood that Lord Roberts had now 
under consideration a great many points 
with reference to the duties to be 
discharged by recruits. It was the 
greatest possible advantage that they 
should be able thoroughly to understand 
what was required of them, and that they 
should not be bullied by drill sergeants, 
and made uncomfortable when they first 
came into barracks. Another question 
he would like to have answered was, why, 
considering the great want of men in 
South Africa, there had not been some 
interchange in the regiments. Why 
was it that certain regiments were not 
sent out at all? There was that splendid 
regiment the 11th Hussars at Cairo, 
perfectly fit to go to South Africa. Then 
again why should not the 10th Hussars 
which, he presumed, was played out, be 
exchanged for the 15th Hussars; and 
why should not the 5th Dragoon Guards 
be exchanged for the 4th Dragoon Guards, 
so that there might be an influx of new 
horses and new men into South Africa. 
The right. hon. Gentleman in his speech 
alluded to the additional clerks who had 
been sent from the War Office to carry 
out local audits in the three Army Corp 
Districts. A sum of £8,800 was taken 
under sub-head B in order to pay those 
men. But there ought to be a cor- 
responding diminution in the vote of the 
Accountant General’s Department at the 
War Office. He saw no diminution, 
but a great increase. Hon. Members 
who took up the question of the local 
audit believed that it would be carried 
out by clerks from the Accountant 
General’s Department, and that there 
would be a corresponding reduction at 
the War Office, and Lord Wolseley and 
General Brackensbury distinctly stated 
before the Committee that if local audits 
were carried out the War Office clerks 
might be diminished by 100 men. He 
would be glad if the right hon. Gentle- 
man would give him an answer later on 
as to why there was an increase of 
£8,800 and no corresponding diminution 
at the War Office. 


(11.10.) Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL 
said he hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down would 
pardon him if he did not attempt to go in 
any great detail into the matters which he 
had brought before the Committee in his 
very interesting speech. No doubt there 
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were great reforms in the Army and in 
the administration of the War Office 
which, in the right hon. Gentleman’s | 
judgment, should be made. He desired | 
a greater elimination of the civilian | 
element, and so long as the elimination | 
did not compromise the authority of the | 
Secretary of State he should be very | 
glad to associate himself with the right 
hon. Gentleman in the matter. He 
desired to congratulate the Secretary of 
State for War upon the marked improve- 
ment which his new scheme presented to 
the scheme he introduced last year. 
Last year they had entered on a new 


ers They were invited to become a 
-ry nation. It was, as his right hon. 
ui. J had said, by accident that they had | 


become a military nation, and they | 
were to endeavour to make that accident 
permanent. They were to make them- 
selves a military nation almost regardless 
of expense, and any hon. Members who 
suggested financial considerations were 
very nearly voted traitors to their 
country. They were told that if lavish 
expenditure did not succeed in drawing 
recruits then they were to have conscrip- 
tion or even universal compulsory service. 
There was a great improvement now. 
His right hon. friend was quite tame and 
mild. The cloud of conscription had 
passed away, and they could approach 
the thorny question of Army reform 
with a great deal less prejudice than | 
characterised their discussions last year. 
His right hon. friend last year produced 
a scheme which was to militarise the 
British nation. That scheme had now 
become a convenient method of decentra- 
lisation. The Army corps which were 
to have careered all over Europe were 
merely useful administrative units, and 
the militarism which was to have per- 
vaded all classes of society was replaced 
by the doctrine, which the Secretary of 
State in a most luminous passaye, in a 
most admirable speech, which made a 
great impression on the House, described 
when he said that :— 

‘«The more the soldier is merged in the civilian 
the better the discipline of the Army and the 
smaller proportion of crime.” 


He hoped that that meant that his 
right hon. friend had finally and 
thoroughly abandoned the fatal and 


foolish theory of conscription, which no 
doubt would be still of some use in pro- 
viding occupation for Members in another | 
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place who had not got too much to do, 
but which never seriously entered into 
the practical politics of the country, 
His right hon. friend, in a very eloquent 
passage in his speech, said that conscript 
soldiers did not fight at Alma, Waterloo, 
or Delhi. He thought his right hon. 
friend might have said with equal force, 


‘that it was not conscript soldiers who 


had fought the long weary war in 
South Africa so steadily and so unflinch- 
ingly. He did not wish to say anything 
uncomplimentary toany foreign nation in 
view of their extremely delicate suscepti- 
bilities, but he should like to see the con- 


'seript soldiers who would do what the 


British soldiers had done in South Africa. 

Then, the financial aspects of the present 
scheme were somewhat more satisfactory. 
He did not say they were everything 
that could be wished, but there were 


| patches of b'ue in the cloudy sky. it 


was true the increased pay would add 


| £1,048,000 to the cost of the Army asa 


permanent charge. That somewhat 
falsified the hope in which some of them 
had indulged that when the war came to 


/an end there would be some reduction in 


the Army Estimates. But, at the same 
time, there were compensating considera- 
tions, and in these days small mercies 
were not to be disdained. The right 
hon. Gentleman had boasted of having 
reduced the Army Estimates by £375,000 
on the ordinary service of the year. 
That might not be a very large decrease, 
it might be only a nominal or even an 
illusory decrease, but it was a decrease, 
and it was one of which the right hon. 
Gentleman was proud. That was an im- 
mense advantage, because last year the 
impression was created that anyone who 
expressed a desire to decrease the Army 
Estimates ought to be ashamed at having 
uttered such atrocious sentiments. 
Another very healthy feature about the 
present Estimates was that the gloomy 
anticipation which some of them had 
formed last year that the Army Estimates 
would be larger than the Navy Estimates 
had been falsified. Pride was taken by 
the Secretary to the Admiralty that the 
Navy Estimates were increased, and pride 
was taken by the Secretary of State for 
War that the Army Estimates had been 
reduced. That was a sign of steady pro- 
gress towards a healthier and better state 
of things. If he might presume to lay 
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down any principle at all, he would say 
that the first and main principle which 
should animate British statecraft in the 
realm of Imperial defence was the pro- 
motion of a steady transfer of expenditure 
from military to marine; and the high 
ideal which should be held up before 
the eyes of the present or any other 
Government was that in times of peace 
the ratio of expenditure between the 
Navy and the Army Estimates ought te 
be, quite irrespective of the scale of the 
Estimates, something like two to one on 
the side of the Navy. If that principle 
were applied to the Estimates of the 
resent year, the Navy Estimates 
would be £40,000,000, and the Army 
Estimates £20,000,000, and there was 
no Member in the House who looked 
at the question from an impartial point 
of view—and he rejoiced that so large a 
number did adopt that attitude in 
regard to Imperial defence—who would 
not say that was a much better position. 
It was, however, hardly within the 
range of practical politics at present. 
The Secretary of State for War had told 
the House that the scheme introduced 
last year held the field, and the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean had somewhat unkindly re- 
called the phrase to the memories of the 
House. Naturally that scheme would 
hold the field while the right hon. 
Gentleman was the only person entitled 
to propound a scheme. If only one 
horse were allowed to enter a race, 
that horse would very probably be able 
to walk over the course. But this horse 
had not been able to walk over the 
course, and another, a much better one, 
had been employed to win the stakes. 
The right hon. Gentleman had stated— 
“ Our experience of the year has fortified us in 
the position which we then took up.” 
The House would regard those words 
not so :much as an actual statement of 
fact as a pious tribute to the theory of 
Ministerial infallibility. This time last 
year the right hon. Gentleman _pro- 
pounded a scheme for reforming the 
Volunteers — without consulting the 
commanding officers. Was the right 
hon, Gentleman fortified in the position 
he then took up ? 
hoped he was strongly fortified, seeing 
the attacks which had been directed 
against him’ by the hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield and others. 
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there was the question of coaling 
stations. Coaling stations must be 


fortified, but it was doubtful whether 
the right hon. Gentleman was fortified 
in the position he took up last vear on 
that matter. The Secretary of State 
also thought that Sir Redvers Buller 
was a fit person to command the First 
Army Corps, but was he fortified 
by the experience of the year in the 
position he then took up? 

There were some points in regard to 
which, without doubt or dispute, the right 
hon. Gentleman had changed his opinion, 
and the most remarkable was on the 
question of pay. Last yearthe Secretary 
of State almost suggested that an 
increase of pay to the Army was a step 
not warranted by the circuumstances 
and hardly to be justified by the results. 
It was in no factious spirit of antagonism 
or criticism that he raised these questions ; 
but it was right that attention should be 
drawn to thesechanges of opinion because 
they justified a greatdeal that was said by 
the critics of the scheme last year. The 
Hon. Member for the Fareham Division 
of Hants was entitled to the congratula- 
tions of the House, because as a young 
Member, in his first session, in spite of 
the opinion of a great Department, he 
propounded a theory and put forward 
a policy which that Department had 
since adopted. He hoped his hon. 
friend was proud of the success he had 
achieved. It made it a good deal easier 
for people like himself who last vear had 
their prejudices excited and their senti- 
mental instincts stirred by the militaristic 
tendency which was in the air to support 
the right hon. Gentleman in the Division 
Lobby this year, whereas on the former 
occasion they were not able to indulge 
in this satisfaction. Sone objections of 
principle urged against the scheme last 
year had been modified, other objections 
of detail had been altogether removed ; 
and although some of them still thought 
that it would have been better that con- 
sideration should precede action, that the 
great impetus to army reform which had 
grown up in the country—which might 
have been made supreme use of, but 
which perhaps had been allowed to 
fritter itself away in a false start— 
should have been utilised to its fullest 
extent, that it would have been much 


Then | better for the Secretary of State to have 
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been occupied entirely and solely with 
the duty of carrying through the great 
war in which we were engaged, and that 
they should have waited to reform the 
Army until calmer times—yet, in spite 
of all these objections, and they were 
weighty objections, it was only common 
fairness to say that the scheme now put 
forward in its amended and revised form 
was a great advance upon anything they 
had had sofar. It contained many 
minor provisions at once ingenious and 
practical, and it carried the tangled 
problem of Imperial defence one step, 
and a long step, nearer its ultimate 
solution. 

If the Committee would allow him, 
he would look in some detail, but at no 
great length, into one or two points 
raised in the speeches of the right hon. 
Gentleman. First, there was the question 
of good conduct pay. No doubt good 
conduct pay had done a considerable 
amount of good in the past. Whether 
it was right or wrong partially to abolish 
it, as now proposed, he would not at 
present discuss. The point he desired 
to criticise was that of abolishing the 
pay but keeping the badge—abolishing 
the substance, the real emolument and 


Supply—Army 


privilege, and keeping only the shadow. | 


Soldiers would look on their sleeves and 
say, “What is this badge for?” If 
they had read the Speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman they would realise 
that it enabled them to commit one 
pennyworth of minor military crime 
without having their pay muleted. 
They would regard it as a balance at 
the Bank of Good Conduct, and would 
doubtless draw and utilise that balance 
on some really worthy occasion. Pro- 
bably this was an oversight, and he was 
inclined to think that such a principle 
would be subversive of the general dis- 
cipline of the Army. He would suggest 
to the right hon. Gentleman that he 
should abolish the good conduct pay if 
he liked, or establish a new system, but 
he should not take away the whole sub- 
stance of the reward and leave only the 
empty shadow, or he would probably 
bring the reward for good conduct in the 
Army as a whole into some contempt. 
Another, and a much more important, 
point to which he desired to draw atten- 
tion was as to whether the proposed 
increase of pay was going to prove effec- 
Mr. JVinston Churchill. 
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tive. He came now to the noble Lord, 
This time last year he most conclusively 
proved that the very scheme to which 
they were now committed was absolutely 
doomed to failure. The noble Lord 
showed that an increase of 9d. in the 
pay of the soldier involved an increase 
of £2,422,000 for the home service alone; 
but now with an increase of 10d. the 
additional expenditure only amounted to 
£1,048,000. No doubt the noble Lord’s 
figures were susceptible of explanation. 
But he would venture to suggest that 
the figures he quoted from the admirable 
book referred to, showed prima facie 
that he was guilty of selecting from a 
number of statistics those which most 
fitted in with the general tenour of his 
argument. The noble Lord went a great 
deal further, and said they must not 
overlook the burden to be thrown on 
the Indian Empire; they might place a 
charge on India which it could not bear 
and which would ultimately fall on this 
country. There was, however, a more 
serious question involved in this increase 
of pay. They had obtained a supply of 
recruits under certain conditions hitherto 
in the labour market, but the moment 
they went beyond those limits they 
must either increase the attractions or 
reduce the standard. Either “efficiency,” 
that great word—and perhaps the leader 
of the Opposition would excuse his 
mentioning it— 

Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN: 
It is not my word. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL desired 
to apologise to the right hon. Gentleman 
for obtruding it on his intention. As 
a matter of fact they had _ tried first 
one of these expedients and then the 
other, and latterly they had tried both. 
In the present year nearly 9,000 men 
had been enlisted at great expense to 
the country, so that they had continually 
been in the positign of paying more 
and more for an article that was worth 
less and less. But that was not the 
whole of the recruiting problem. They 
had no reason to know, although they 
had great reason to hope, that the 
attractions now offered would succeed. 
Once they got outside the class from 
whom they now obtained recruits they 
would have to appeal to an_ entirely 
different class. They had no longer to 
cater alone for the thoughtless or the 
poor man who did not know where to 
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go for a square meal; they must go/ 


to another and higher class. The 
inducements must be such as to attract 
the solid artisan. They had to com- 
pensate him for the loss of civic rights. 
He must remain a bachelor, and they 
had to compensate him for foregoing 
all the inducements of wife and home. 
He was very doubtful whether it was 
within the power of the State to offer 
inducements to more than a very small 
number of that class to join the Army. 
And they must remember that what 
they offered to secure some they must 
ofer to the whole mass, including that 
cass which for many years had done 
battle efficiently and successfully for 
the Empire. 

That was the case against the in- 
crease of pay, and no one recognised 
that more than the noble Lord. Last 
year he pointed out clearly that if the 
soldier's pay were increased to 15s. clear 
—under the present scheme it was 
oly proposed to give 10s.—the only 
class they would attract would be 
painters. He would not say there was 
not some use in the details of military 
organisation for painters or even 
whitewashers, but he ventured to say 
the response the noble Lord would receive 
irom that quarter would hardly meet 
the demands of the six Army Corps he 
proposed to set up. Those who, like 
himself, thought that six Army Corps 
were more than our need, stood on 
secure ground, but he did not know 
what was going to happen to the 
Secretary of State if this scheme of 
increased pay failed in its object. If 
six Army Corps were necessary, they 
must compete in the labour market for 
men; but, apart from whether the 
increased pay was a utilitarian proceeding 
or not, it was justified on the ground 
that a private soldier had long been 
shamefully and scandalously underpaid, 
and the money offered under the new 
scheme was only a fair measure of justice. 

He confessed that the part of the scheme 
which attracted him most was the 
proposal of shorter service. It was a 
proposal which Army reformers had 
advocated for a long time before he 
himself was added to their ranks. He 
heartily approved of thescheme which 
provided for shorter service at home and 
longer service in India, because it 
possessed the elements of elasticity. We 
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wanted a small Army capable of being 
brought up to much larger proportions 
in the hour of need, a large Reserve 
attached to that small Army, and a Navy 
tu give us an opportunity for mobiliza- 
tion. Any money that could be spared 
after that should be spent on the Navy. 
Shorter service at home wou!d distribute 
healthy military training more widely 
among the pepulation. He read lately a 
book describing the awful conditicn of 
the poor in large towns, and he could 
not help feeling glad that a larger 
proportion of the population would get 
good food into their bodies. He felt 
certain that an increase cf the Aimy, 
however small, must upon the whole 
increase the well-being of the community 
and the prosperity of the State. Shorter 
service at home agreed with the 
lessons and experience of all modern 
war. Inthe old days, w hen troops were 
brought into the field in solid masses, 
great accuracy of drill, precision of 
alignment, and almost mechanical 
obedience, were the main qualifications 
of the soldier. Now all was changed. 
In these days initiative and individual 
judgment and determination were worth 
more than mechanical discipline and 
rigid obedience, and a long period of 
training was not required. The War 
Office should cater for all sorts and 
conditions of men who were prepared 
to accept some terms of service. 

There was one point more to which he 
would refer, and it was rather a senti- 
mental one. It was a reproach to our 


system that in the course of this 
absorbing war we had produced no 
single military invention which had 


attracted the attention of the world. 
In the great American Civil War, there 
were inventions which revolutionised the 
military matériel of the world. What 
had we produced during the South 
African War? We had discovered a 
cap—a monstrous thing which affronted 
Members on the way down to the 
House of Commons. We had borrowed 
that from Germany. We had utilised 
Navy guns for field purposes. We had 
imitated the Boers by adopting the pom- 
pom. There was room for originality 
and inventive talent in the Army. He 
did not think such a nation as the 
British ought to try to imitate foreign 
countries. Where would the Boers have 
been if they had modelled their Army 


2B 








703 


on the lines of ours? They did not 
form so many regiments of Lancers and 
Life Guards, and so many batteries 
of Horse Artillery. It did not follow, 
because this was good in some other 
country, that therefore it was the only 
way to win in war. On the contrary, 
nothing seemed more certain than that 
the short road to ruin was to imitate th: 
military system and methods of your 
adversary. He said, once for all, let us 
abandon servile imitations of continental 
methods ; let us leave off endeavouring 
to play the continental game on a scale 
of one inch toa mile ; let us, on the 
other hand, endeavour to develop the 
unique resources of this country with its 
unique and peculiar dangers. Instead 
of trying to make a miniature German 
Army in England ; let us try to build 
up such a force as would represent the 
natural and the- military characteristics 
of the people. 

*(11.50.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.) said that, in the speech whieh 
the hon. Gentleman had just delivered, 
he detected no single particular in which 
he suggested a reduction in the proposed 
expenditure. The greater part of the 
military expenditure of this country 
depended on the cost of the Army over- 
sea. He dir! not think that anybody 
who looked at the allocation of the 
forces in the garrisons oversea—pu' ting 
entirely aside the condition of things 
caused by the South African war—could 
fail to see that there were a considerable 
number of fortres-es and coaling stations 
which were admittedly undermanned at 
the present moment. The nature of 
these garrisons had been considerably 
altered during tle tenure of office of the 
present Secretary of State for War. So 
far as European troops were concerned, 
the numbers had been greatly reduced. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite had 
advocated asmall Army capable of ex- 
pansion. Of course, it was easy to talk 
about calling out the Reserves in 
time of war, but those who had not 
closely studied the subject seemed to 
forget that it took 30 years to build 
up the Reserves to the dimensions they 
had now reached, and that even to get 
that number it was necessary, s nce shor 
service was started, every year to increase 
the number of effective troops. 

As to the proposals of the Secretary 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 704 


|of State, the right hon. Gentleman 
| was not so hopeful as he wasa year ago 
' that the scheme he sketched out would 
| be realised. Some part of it had been 
| post poned, if not indetinitely, at all events 
tor the present. The Secretary of State 
dwelt on the subjects he could dilate on 
favourably to the House. There were a 
| great many subjects connected with the 
resuscitation of the Army which he slurred 
over, or, at all events, did not touch upon 
at any length. He would like to draw 
the right hon. Gentleman’s notice to one 
or two points in order that he might deal 
with them when he replied on the debate. 
He wanted to know something of the 
loss of effectives. The total number of 
effectives last year was 406,000, and this 
year they were only 383,000. It was 
very singular that the loss exactly corre- 
sponded with the diminished number of 
enlisted men taken since last year. In 
1900 the total number enlisted came to 
98,000, and in 1901 to 75,000. There. 
fore it was clear that the decrease of 
effectives not occasioned by any 
excessive wastage of men. The Secretary 
of State had admitted that the question 
of desertion from the Army was very 
serious indeed. 


was 


the Deputy 
to make his 


It being Midnight, 
Chairman left the Chair 
Report to the House. 

Committee report progress; to sit 
again tomorrow. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (188) 

AMENDMENT (LONDON) BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. ‘ 

Rill withdrawn. 

NEW BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1888) 
AMENDMENT (LONDON) (No. 2). 
Bill to amend Section 43, Sub-section 
1 (b), of the Local Government Act, 
1888, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Herbert Robertson, Mr. Bousfield, and 

Mr. Allhusen. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1888) 
AMENDMENT (LONDON) (No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend Section 43, Sub section 
1 (b), of the Local Government Act, 
1888.” presented accordingly, and: read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday next, and to be 
printed. {Bill 114 ] 

Adjo: rned at five 
Twelve o'clock. - 


minutes after 











70 


Tal 


Cha: 


ABE 
s 


the | 


704 


nan 
ago 
yuld 
eeN 
ents 
tate 
e On 
re a 
the 
rred 
jpon 
raw 
one 
deal 
pate. 
the 
r of 
this 
was 
NT E- 
r of 

In 
ep to 
rere. 
e of 
any 
tary 
tion 
very 


puty 
his 


sit 


tion 
Act, 
Mr. 
and 


) 

LL. 
‘tion 
Act, 
read 
time 
7s) be 


after 











Private Bill 


HOUSE OF 
Friday, 7th March, 1902. 


705 
LORDS. | 





The LorD MACNAGHTEN sat Speaker. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL BILL. 
[H. L. }. 
A witness ordered to attend the Select 
_ Committee. 


CORPORATION 
BILL [H.1.]. 


Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


i 
= DEVONPORT (WATER) 


> 
DEVONPORT WATER BILL [u.1.]. 
Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


*° 
¢ 
i 
~ 
. 
ts 


ees 


The Lord SPEAKER acquainted the 
E House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
: had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
. from the Examiners that the further 
: Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
p ing Bill have been complied with :— 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCKS ABANDONMENT. 


The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


House adjourned at Three o'clock, to | 
Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven o'clock. 
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|(Somersetshire, S.) 
there was any real intention of proceed- 
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EDWARD STRACHEY 
inquired whether 


Sir 


ing with the Bill on Friday. ‘The 


repeated postponements were very in- 
convenient to Members who came down 


expecting the Bill to be gone on with. 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


said the intention was to proceed with 


this Bill next Friday. The delay was 
entirely due to the action of the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
the hon. Members whose names were 
on the back of the Bill had taken every 


possible step in their power to secure the 


attendance of hon. Gentlemen on both 
sides of the House, and but for the 
intervention of the ‘‘ powers that be ” the 
debate would have taken place that day. 


Second Reading deferred till Friday 
next. 
EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER BILL, 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 
Mr. CAINE reported from the Com™ 


| mittee on Group E of Private Bills, That 


the parties opposing the City of London 


(Spitalfields Market) Bill had stated that 


the evidence of John Collins was essential 





| to their case ; and it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro- 
|cured without the intervention of the 
| House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said John Collins do attend the 
The House met at Three of the Clock. | said Committee upon Monday next, at 
| half-past Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
‘riday, 7th March, 1902. 


} ——-— 

THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 

MEANS. | Ordered, That John Collins"do attend 

The Clerk at the Table informed the | the Committee on Group E of Private 

House of the unavoidable absence of the | Bills upon Monday next, at half-past 
Chairman of Ways and Means. | Eleven of the clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 
obits | [By OrpER]. 
ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. | 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


| Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said he 
desired to explain to the House the 
reasons he had for deeming it a duty on 
behalf of his constituents in the first 
instance to oppose the Bill, and also to 


2C 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL.—{By Orpes.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 
VOL. CIV. [FourTH SERIES. ] | 
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express at the same time the pleasure | of calling attention tothe matter upon 


which he had in being able to withdraw | this Bill. 


Of course, as he had often had 


his opposition to it and as far as he could | occasion to observe before when these 
to facilitate its Second Reading. He was | questions had arisen, it was very undesir- 
aware that the blocking of such a Bill | able to oppose railway companies’ Bills on 
was to be avoided, but the matter was so |the Second Reading if it could possibly 
closely connected with his constituents | be avoided, and particularly when the 


that there was no other course open to 


him. But whatever the conduct of the | 


Company had been in the past, he had 
now every reason to believe they earnestly 
intended to proceed with the works in 
question. He understood that the 
doubling of the line from the South was 
to be proceeded with at the beginning 
of July; the extra traffic which 
would be incurred on account of the High- 
land show was to be met for the safety 
of the public; and last, but not least, 
the alterations which had already been 
sanctioned by the House were to be gone 
on with, irrespective and apart from any 
local dispute that might arise—and that 
was no small matter. There would be 
no further occasion for him or any 
Member connected with the South-east of 
Scotland to oppose any further measure 
or powers which the Caledonian Railway 
Company might put forward this year 
or in the future, and the main works 
would be proceeded with with the utmost 
despatch, and eventually the termini 
Glasgow and Aberdeen might possess 
the finest stations in Scotland. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he 
too wished to take the opportunity to 
say one or two words on the subject of 
the Bill, and to express his pleasure that 
his hon. friend was able to withdraw his 


| matter in hand was not one directly con- 


cerned with the Bill. At the same time 


the House knew that these opportunities 


opposition, and also to say that he’ 


earnestly hoped the discussions which 
had passed upon the subject privately 
would not be lost on neighbouring com- 


panies. The existing station at Aberdeen, | 
in respect of which the complaint was | 
made, was practically the station of forty | 


years ago, while in the meantime the 
population of the city had doubled and 
the traffic had prodigiously increased. 
Under these circumstances it had been 
a great grievance for a long time, 
not only in Aberdeen but in the 
surrounding districts, that better pro- 
vision was not made for the grow- 
ing traffic. Under the circumstances 
his hon. friend and others felt it 
was their duty to take the opportunity 


Mr. Pirie. 





were necessary for calling attention to 
delays, however regrettable and however 
desirable to the Company itself, which 


occasionally occurred in the completion 


of work sanctioned by Parliament, and 
he thought this was a case of the kind 
He repeated the hope expressed by his 
hon. friend that the railway companies 
concerned would take steps at the earliest 
possible moment to execute the works 
which they had power to execute, and 
that the inhabitants of Aberdeen and its 
neighbourhood would no longer have 
cause to complain of the want of facilities 
for traffic from which they had long 
suffered. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire) only 
wanted to say that as far as he was 
concerned in the _ interests of the 
Caledonian Railway Company he thanked 
the hon. Members for the way they had 
approached himin regardtothe matter,and 
that so far from thinking they had done 
the Company any injury by the threats 
they had held out in regard to the smooth 
passage of the Bill through the House, 
he was disposed on behalf of the Railway 
Company tothank them. He repeated 
publicly the assurance which had been 
given personally that on their part they 
were most anxious to carry out all the 
undertakings they had pledged them- 
selves to. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
as a representative of one of the out- 
lying counties he endorsed all that had 
been said by his two hon. friends, 
and felt very grateful that a subject like 
this, of such enormous interest to his 
constituents, was having attention. 


Bill 
mitted. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1). 


Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 


read a second time and com- 
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709 Questions. 


relating to the town of Mallow, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland and Mr. Wyndham. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 

“To confirma Provisional Order of the 
Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to the town of Mallow,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time; 
to be referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
(Bill 115.] 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Boosbeck ; 
Atherton ; and Misley Collieries ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FRESH WATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Glasgow ; 


and Loch Lomond ; to lie upon the Table. | 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Egham ; 
Grays; and Manchester; to lie upon 
the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPER- 
ANNUATION BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Twicken- 
ham; Newhaven; and Woolwich; tolie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Boosbeck ; | 


Manor Pit ; Trencherbone ; Misley Com- 
mon; and Atherton Collieries; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Cupar ; 
Tillicoultry ; Edinburgh ; and Pulteney- 
town ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 


Petition from Stockton-on-Tees, 


for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Wisbech, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SHOPS BILL. 


Petition from Woolwich, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
OF MONTGOMERY). 
Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 14th February, 1900; Mr. 
Grant Lawson] ; to be printed. [No. 91.] 


STANDING COMMITTEES (TITLES 
Or BILLS). 
Return relative thereto [ordered 17th 





February; Lord Hugh Cecil]; to be 
printed. [No. 92.] 


| PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) BILL. 


| Ordered, That the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills do examine 
'the Public Offices (Dublin) Bill with 
| respect to compliance with the Standing 
Orders relative to Private Bills —(Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland.) 


(3.40.) QUESTIONS. 





South African War—Execution of 
Commandant Scheepers. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that a military 
band played in front of the procession 
in which Commander Scheepers was 
brought to execution, while the firing 
party followed behind ; that Commander 
Scheepers, who was suffering from a 
painful internal malady, was brought to 
the place of execution in an ambulance; 
that his request to be allowed to stand 
up and face death was refused; and 
that he was tied down in a chair and 
blindfolded, when a firing party of fifteen 
who were standing at ten paces from 
him, fired at him, while subsequently 
the chair to which he was tied down 
was broken and the pieces thrown into 
his grave; and whether these proceed- 

2C2 
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ings or any of them had the previous 


sanction or subsequent ratification of | 


Lord Kitchener. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): I have no information on any of | 


Perhaps | 


the circumstances alluded to. 
the hon. Member wil! furnish me with 
his authority tor the statements. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I shall do 
nothing of the kind, although I believe 
them to be perfectly true. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman send out to South 
Africa to ascertain the truth, in order to 
vindicate the honour of the British 
Army ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Just one 
word, Mr. Speaker. Scheepers was 
executed some time ago, and why are 
the Government unable to give us this 
information ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not make a speech. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, Sir; 
I was asking a question, and I cannot 
get an answer. 


Concentration Camps. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any, and, if so, 
which, of the concentration camps in 
the Orange River Colony and the Trans- 
vaal were first formed in the months 
between July, 1900, and January, 1901 ; 
whether any, and, if so, what provision 
was made for the number of persons, 
chiefly women and children, turned out 
by the burning or destruction of their 
homes during the months of August, 
September, October, November, and 


December, 1901, and whether the order | 


to create these camps was given by Lord 


Kitchener on his own initiative, or by | 


the War or Colonial Offices in this 
country, and, in the latter case, will he 


out by His Majesty's Government to 
form camps to receive the people thus 
turned out. 
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state at what date instructions were sent | 
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Mr. BRODRICK : The earliest camps 
formed were started in January, 1901. 


|The hon. Member will find from the 
| Blue-book published in November last 


that indigent Boers were provided for 
previous to the formation of the camps. 
The camps were originally formed on the 
initiative of Lord Kitchener for all those 
who wished to surrender voluntarily. 
His action was approved on December 
28th, 1900. 


Mr. CHANNING : Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state what provision was 
made for the indigent Boers—for their 


shelter, for instance ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say speci- 
fically. 1 presume it was such provision 
as would enable them to support life by 


_ giving them food and shelter. 


Mr. CHANNING: There is no refer- 
ence to it in the Blue-book. 


Meat Contract—Sir Forestier Walker 

as a Company Director. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is with his sanction that 
Brigadier General Sir Forestier Walker is 
a director of the South African and 
Australasian Cold Storage Company. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Officers on half-pay 
require no sanction for serving on the 
Board of a Company. 


Mr. DILLON: Am I to understand 
that the right hon. Gentleman approves 
of Sir Forestier Walker’s acting as a 
director of this Company, which has 
contracts with the Government ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is not my duty to 
express my approval, or otherwise, of the 
action of an officer on half-pay in any 
matter which does not come under the 
jurisdiction of the War Office. 


Yeomen at the Front—Unfounded Report. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that a body of Yeo- 


|manry 150 strong, which had been 


captured upon three occasions, is en- 
camped on the hills in the neighbourhood 
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of Ficksburg, the military authorities | 
refusing to re-arm them in consequence | 
of their behaviour; whether these men | 
are paid at the rate of 5s. a day; and) 
can he state how he proposes to deal | 
with them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener in- 


forms me that the statement is absolutely | 
He adds that he does not keep | 


untrue. 
useless men in South Africa. I shall be 
glad if the hon. Member could give me 
the materials on which he based this 
allegation. 


Horse Purchases'for the Army. 

Sik H. MEYSEY - THOMPSON 
(Staffordshire, Handsworth) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the War Office receive systematic reports 
from South Africa about the horses 
bought in this country and sent out to 
the Cape; if so, whether there is any 
attempt to divide these horses into classes 
according to their quality, condition, 
and general suitability; and whether 
the reports are so arranged that the 
War Office can ascertain from them the 
opinion of our representatives in South 
Africa as to the respective merits of the 
horses selected and bought by each of 
our buyers in this country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Voyage reports on 
all horses arriving at the Cape are 
systematically furnished. When shipped, 
a classified return is forwarded to South 
Africa, showing horses for Cavalry and 
Artillery, and cobs for Yeomanry and 
Mounted Infantry. Communications 
are constantly passing between the 
officers at home and in South Africa 
as to the merits of the horses selected. 


Sir H. MEYSEY - THOMPSON : 
What I want particularly to know is 
whether there is any system of tracing 
horses to the buyers, and of classifying | 
horses according to merit. 


Mr. BRODRICK: An effort has been 
made in that direction, and in some 
cases where complaint has been made | 
the actual marks have been sent home 
and the question of the buyers has been 
gone into. But my hon. friend will see 
that it is difficult to follow very accurately 
horses which are distributed through | 
South Africa. 
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Remount Reports. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he or the Commander-in- 
Chief has received any report on the 


_ working of the Army Remount system 


in South Africa other than the reports 
on Army Remounts just published ; 
and, if so, whether he will publish 
the same. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No Sir. All official 
reports received have been published. 
Voyage reports are received showing 
the condition of the horses and giving 
all particulars on the arrival of each 
ship, and telegraphic communications 
are constantly passing. 


Transport of Remounts. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it 
has been brought to his notice that a 
certain number of remounts foaled, 
either before embarkation for, during 
the voyage out, or within a month after 
arrival in South Africa; and whether 
he can furnish any explanation as to 
why mares in foal were purchased for 
the mounting of troops in the field. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes; ina very tew 
cases it has been reported that this has 
occurred. It is well known that during 
the early months of pregnancy such 
cases may easily escape detection, and 
the disturbance caused by the sea voyage 
would in some cases cause premature 
delivery. 


Captain NORTON: Is not the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that mares rarely 
sliptheir foals except in an advanced stage 
of gestation? Is it not alsothe case that 
anyone experienced with animals can 
tell after six or seven months whether or 
not a mare is pregnant ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, but these 
cases do occur in the course of a sea 


| voyage. 


Remounts—Military Court of Inquiry— 
General Truman’s Counsel. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Government undertook to pay the ex- 
penses of General ‘Truman’s defence at 
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the inquiry inte charges alleged against India—The Brothers Natu. 
him; if so, what limit, if any, was} Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
placed on General Truman in regard to| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the amount he might incur. India whether he is aware that Sirdar 
Balvant Ramchandra Natu and his 
brother, both of Poona, were arrested in 
July, 1897, under Bombay Regulation 25 
of 1827, and imprisoned for two years 
without trial; that their personal 
property was attached and not released 
until after representations had been made 
to the Secretary of State; and, in view 
of the position of these Natus, will he 
. ; explain on what information they were 
- eT oe Spain. ” arrested, and how the Government of 
Mr. M‘KENNA: eg to as € | Bombay propose to compensate them for 
Secretary of State for War whether | the see yi the oe thate imprison- 
he will lay upon the Table the Papers) ment; will he explain why no notice 
relating to the purchase of mules in| whatever has been taken of the 
Sus 200 af the Bigat of ts tome | Glas bee ee 
ge 2 > he alvant Ramchandra Natu to the 
troller and Auditor General in the Army | eucinne to the Governor of Bombay; 
Appropriation Account, 1900-1901 ; in| and will he say what action he proposes 
particular giving the name of the agent | to take in Poet ibe sid 
who took private commission from the 


dealers in addition to the commission | Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


paid to him out of Army funds, and the | pep, (Lord G. Haminron, Middle. 
amount of such commissions, and stat-| 3. Baline): | ne pao 3 
/sex, Haling): I am aware of the 


ing in what manner the remount officers | Sethe mmmtened le the hae, Mien 
satisfied themselves of the correctness of |. é 

the sum claimed by the agent | first Question. As to the second 

: : P | Question, I have nothing to add to 

_ the answers given by me in this House on 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to| the 3rd March, 1898+ I have no 

THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stantey, | information on the subject of the applica- 

Lancashire, Westhoughton): This ques- tion of the 25th August, 1901, referred to 

tion will come before the Public Ac-/|in the third Question. As at present 

counts Committee, and I am, therefore, | advised, I do not propose to take any 

not prepared to discuss it at the present | action. 


time. | 
Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord 
Royal Victoria Hospital, Netley. | inquire why the Secretary to the Bombay 
Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the | Presidency had not the courtesy to 
Secretary of State for War whether he | acknowledge the receipt of the communi- 
ean say what steps, if any, have been |eation sent last August t Is he aware 
taken to increase the comfort in the | that he himself stated in this House that 
wards of the Royal Victoria Hospital at | the personal property of these men should 

Netiey by the addition of chairs for | be released? And— 
invalid soldiers in lieu of the forms | 


heretofore in use. | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Government 
undertook to provide remuneration for 
a counsel to advise General Truman. 
The Treasury fixed a fee of fifty guineas, 
with ten guineas a day for any days in 
which the counsel retained might be 
engaged. 





eee ; Estimate of Next Year’s Expenditure. 

Lorp STANLEY: Six hundred! *s3z CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
Windsor chairs with cushions have been | shire, Forest of Dean) : I beg to ask Mr. 
issued to Netley for use in wards, etc. | Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
Further comfortable easy chairs have 


‘ded { ing can state what is now the estimate of 
been provided for the wards by Her| expenditure in the present financial year, 
Majesty the Queen out of a sum of bases 


money which she had at her disposal. + See (4) Debates, liv., 465. 
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and what the estimate for the next 
financial year, of the expenditure on 
capital account by the Admiralty and 
the War Office under the Naval Works 
Acts, the Military Works Acts, or other- 
wise, in addition to any sums repaid by 
annuities charged on Estimates. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I think that any statement 
of the expenditure during the present | 
year should be reserved until it has closed, | 
and I could not now give any trust-| 
worthy estimate of the expenditure for | 
next year. 1 should be better able to do | 





{7 Marcu 1902} 


718 


referred to has been received. This 
statement, drawn up apparently with 
the help of the documents supplied to 
Mr. M‘Guinne by the Foreign Office, does 
not throw any fresh light upon the 
facts of his case against the Honduranean 
Government. As stated in my reply to 


Questions. 


| the hon. Member on the 8th of July last, 


a sum of £200 offered as compensation 
was refused by Mr. M'Guinne. His 
Majesty’s Government do not consider 
that there is ground for any action on 
their part beyond an endeavour to obtain 
a renewal of that offer. 


*Mr. O’DOWD: Is Mr. M‘Guinne to 


so a few weeks hence—but I must| be denied the rights of an ordinary 
remind the right hon. Baronet of what I | British subject ? Is it not the fact that 
have said before, as to the exceptional he refused the amount offered as in- 


difficulty of any accurate forecast in | 


these matters. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I think the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will admit | 
that it is wise to give some sort of | 
estimate, if possible, in advance. Is he| 
not aware that up to last year an esti- | 
mate was regularly given, not necessarily | 
an accurate one, but some sort of | 
estimate ? 


|the Exchequer, 


sufficient ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Yes, I appre- 
hend that that was the ground of his 
refusal, but the Foreign Office do not 
appear to have concurred in his view. 


Committee on Savings Banks. 
Sm JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): 1 beg toask Mr. Chancellor of 
with respect to his 


| statement that he proposed to place on 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: An estimate | 
has not been given, owing, not to any | 
fault of mine, but to the nature of the 
work it involves. We cannot possibly 
forecast how much progress we have 
made, or how much expenditure is re- | 
quired, and I am very reluctant there- 
fore to give an estimate. 


Irishman’s Claim against the Honduras 
Government. 

*Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has received | 
an affidavit made by one John M‘Guinne, 
a native of County Sligo, Ireland, and | 
some time resident in Honduras, setting 
forth his claim against the Honduras. 
Government for false ‘imprisonment, 
confiscation of his property, and other | 


the Paper at once the terms of the 
intended reference to a Committee with 
regard to Savings Banks, will he explain 
what is the cause of the delay and when 
the Committee will be moved for. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 


that this matter has been delayed by the 


great pressure of other business. I 
propose, however, to place the terms of 
reference on the Table this evening. 


Copper Salts asa Food Preservative. 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg 


| to ask the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board if his attention has been 
drawn to a recent prosecution in Halifax 
of certain traders for selling preserved 


| goods stated to be coloured by the use of 


copper salts ; and if he proposes to take 





similar actions; and whether it is the|any action in accordance with the 
intention of the Government to take | recommendation of the Departmental 
steps with the view of securing redress |Committee of 10th July, 1899, in the 
and full compensation for Mr. M‘Guinne. | direction of issuing for the information 
of traders a schedule of such colouring 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH (for Lord | matters as may be considered inimical 


CRANBORNE): A copy of the affidavit | to the public health. 








719 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GRANT 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I 
have received a newspaper report of the 
case referred to by the hon. Member. As 


Questions. 
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Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 


| Boroughs). Can the hon Gentleman say 


‘how it is that the replies given by 
| Ministers appear in a different form in 
| the Debates ? 


I stated yesterday, in reply to a Question, | 


the Report of the Committee is under 
consideration, but I cannot at present 
make any statement as to the course to 
be taken in regard to it. 


Alleged Death from Vaccination—Case of | 


. Essex. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, | 


Rugby): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he can state how far back the lymph 
No. 1,538, used in the case of Mr. Essex, 
who died of blood poisoning eleven days 
after vaccination, can be traced, and did 
it begin with inoculation. This is the 


case referred to in my Question to the | 


hon. Gentleman on Monday last. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Some lymph 
was obtained by the Local Government 
Board from Cologne in December, 1900, 
and it has passed through a series of five 
calves in succession. The resulting 
lymph was that used in the case of Mr. 
Essex. The original lymph and that 
derived from it have been used in the 
vaccination of 264 calves, and no com- 
plaints have been received of ill effects 
from the use of the resulting lymph in 
any other case, although it has been used 
for the vaccination of a large number of 
persons. I cannot give precise infor- 
mation as to the derivation of the par- 
ticular lymph obtained from Cologne ; 
but as a rule the stock there is renewed 
by inoculation of the calf with human 
vaccine lymph. 


“The Parliamentary Debates.” 

Ms. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can say when the first 
volume of the Debates in the House this 
session may be expected to be circulated. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): 


circulated tomorrow morning. 


+See page 175. 


The copies | 
are now in the Vote Office, and will be | 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
|The hon. Gentleman must address that 
| Question either to Ministers or to the 
editor of Hansard. 


Senior Assistant Clerks. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
it is the intention of the ‘Treasury 
that in any case where a senior assistant 
clerk has reached £120, but his official 
superior is unwilling to certify that he is 
possessed of especial merit to entitle him 
to receive the additional increment of 
£2 10s., that this unwillingness should 
also affect the ordinary increment of 
£2 10s., which up to that time he had 
continuously received, and for which his 
official superior-has already certified. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
the official superior ceriifies to the 
abstractor’s “‘ especial merit,” he will get 
the higher increment. If the certificate 
is of ordinary good conduct, he will get 
the ordinary increment. If the certificate 
is not satisfactory, then he will get no 
increment at all. 


Stornoway Mails. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg’to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether any contract 
has yet been signed with the North 
British Railway Company for the convey- 
ance of the Stornoway mails via Mallaig; 
and, if so, will he state the nature of the 
conditions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
contract has been made with the North 
British Railway Company for the con- 
veyance of the Stornoway mails vis 
Mallaig. Mails from Stornoway are 
conveyed via Mallaig, but there would 
be no advantage in sending mails to that 
place by that route, and these mails are 
therefore still forwarded via Kyle. 


Forestry in Ireland. 
' Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8): I beg to 
'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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recommend to the President of the 
Board of Agriculture the advisability of 
extending the proposed inquiry into 
afforestation so as to include Ireland, 


seeing that the Congested Districts | 


Board has encouraged the planting of 
trees by free gifts and otherwise, that 
the subject has engaged the attention of 
several County Councils in Ireland, and 
that an Irish Forestry Society has 
recently been formed to promote afforest- 
ation. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
Atthe same time may I ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether it 
isintended to make inquiries respecting 
woodlands and forestry in Ireland at the 
same time as in Great Britain, and to 
report concerning the three kingdoms, 
or whether a separate Committee will be 
formed to inquire into and to report 
upon the matter in Ireland. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.}: The Irish Department of Agriculture 
is represented on the Forestry Committee 
by its Assistant Secretary, Professor 
Campbell. 1 understand it is not pro- 
posed to extend the proposed inquiry to 
Ireland, and that the objects the hon. 
Members have in view will best be 
gained bya_ special investigation as 
regards Ireland. The matter from this 
point of view is now under consideration. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E): 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
favourably consider the claims of the 
Cork County Council to representation 
on any Committee that may be formed, 
seeing that they led the rest of Irelandin 
this matter ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I will communicate 
that to the President of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will arrange to have the 
amount derived from the sale of quit 
rents in Ireland, and the income avail- 
able from the Woods and Forests De- 
partment in Ireland devoted to Irish use 
for re-afforestation ; and whether he can 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will | 
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arrange that the sum already spent on 
London parks shall be restored to Ireland 
for that purpose. 


Mr. ATKINSON: This Question 
should, I presume, be addressed to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, or to the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury. 
The Irish Government have no power in 
the matter. 


Belfast Valuations. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that at the 
hearing of an appeal by the Belfast Street 
Tramways Company, before the Recorder 
of Belfast, on 20th February last, against 
an increase of valuation of the tramway 
undertaking, counsel for the Com- 
missioner stated that the valuation was 
made by rule of thumb; and, seeing 
that this method was applied generally 
in the re-valuation of Belfast recently, 
especially in the increases on business 
premises, is it the intention to collect for 
the expense of this valuation the second 
moiety of the £6,000 payable by the 
Corporation. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is not correct to 
say that the valuation of the tramway, 
or any other property, is made by ‘‘ rule 
of thumb.” ‘The expression was used by 
counsel in error, as a reference to the 
context of his observations will show; 
the words he intended to have said were 
a‘ rule of three.” The prine ples upon 
which valuations are made are laid down 
by statute. The payment of the cost of 
the re-valuation of Belfast is a statutory 
expense, and the Government have no 
power to exempt the Corporation from 
payment of its share of the cost. 


Irish Pauper Lunatics. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, having regard to 
the Act of last session for the transfer- 
ence of the maintenance of pauper 
lunatics from the local authorities in Lre- 
land to the Imperial Treasury, will the 
Treasury make a refund to the Com- 
mittees of Management of the various 
lunatic asylums of the moneys expended 
by them on the maintenance of lunatics 


| since an Act of a similar character in 
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England came into operation ; and, if 
not, can he hold out any hope that legis- 
lation in that direction will be recom- 
mended by him. 


Mr. ATKINSON: My right hon. 
friend has already informed the hon. 
Member that it is not proposed to 
amend the Act of last session so as to 
make it retrospective. Unless that be 
done, the refund suggested cannot be 
made. 


Cashel Traders and the Police. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of [reland whether he is aware 
that a policeman named Henihan called 
upon Mr. Michael Dolan, Mr. Nairn, and 
Mrs. Ryan, merchants and traders in 


Cashel, and ordered them to remove | 


goods which they had exhibited outside 
their business houses ; and seeing that 
the Cashel Urban Council is the only 
authority having power to interfere in 
such cases, will he state by whose orders 
Henihan acted; and will he issue such 
instructions as will prevent in the future 


a repetition of such conduct on the part 


of the police. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The constable 
pointed out to the traders named that 
they were committing an offence under 
the Towns Improvement Act by keeping 
their goods on the footpath in such a 
manner as tocause an obstruction He 
did not order the traders to remove the 
goods. The provisions of the Act are 
not enforced by the police in Cashel, but 
by the Urban District Council. 


Labourers’ Cottage Scheme at Lebenagh. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that, in the fifth improvement 
scheme of labourers’ cottages in the 
Cork Rural District Council, Timothy 
Sexton was an applicant for a cottage 
and plot of land on the holding of A. 
Ferguson, Ballyeurréen, Electoral Divi- 
sion of Lebenagh; and that the Local 
Government Board Inspector refused 
to recommend the application, on the 
ground that the applicant was unmarried 
and living with his father; and will he 
state whether the fact that a labourer 
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is unmarried has been determined by 
the Local Government Board to be 
sufficient reason for rejecting his appli- 


cation for a cottage. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Section 4 of the 
Labourers Act of 1883 provides that 
representations shall deal with the suffi- 
ciency of the existing accommodation 
for “agricultural labourers and their 
families.” The fact that an applicant is 
unmarried is not a bar to the granting 


_of a cottage, if it be shown that other 


members of his family are living with 
and dependent upon him, and that the 
house occupied by the family has been 
condemned as unfit for human _habita- 
tion. In the present case the house of 
Sexton was not so condemned. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: If a labourer is about 
to marry, does that qualify him for a 
labourer’s cottage ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Under the 
Labourers’ Acts local authorities are not 
bound to provide cottages for people 
about to marry. 


Lightships on the Irish Coast. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
can explain why light vessels on the Irish 
coast are not provided witu unsinkable 
boats similar to those considered neces- 
sary and enforced to be carried, by Order 
in Council, by all merchant vessels for 
the protection of their crews; whether 
the “ Puffin” was provided with such 
boats; and whether he will draw the 
attention of the Irish Lights Commis- 
sioners to the necessity of making such 
provision without further delay. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFOUR, 
Leeds, Central): I am informed by 
the Commissioners of Irish Lights, 
and also by the Trinity House, that 
it has not hitherto been considered 
necessary to supply lightships with un- 
sinkable boats. The ‘“ Puffin” was not 
provided with such boats, but the Court 
which inquired into the loss of that 
lightship reported that she was provided 
with proper and sufficient boats. I pro- 
pose to ask the General Lighthouse 
Authorities to consider whether it would 
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not be desirable to substitute a lifeboat | duly considered, but I cannot give any 
for one of the boats now carried by each | undertaking as to the selection to be 


lightship. 


Rathlin O’Birne Island Lighthouse. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 


| 


I beg to. 


whether he can state when Rathlin | 


O’Birne Island lighthouse, on the coast 
of Donegal, will be made a relieving 
station; and what steps, if any, will be 
taken to provide that the lightkeepers 


ultimately made. 


Seed Testing Stations. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 


_ state the number of seed testing stations 


of Rathlin O’Birne, whoare now during | 
the whole year precluded from attend- | 


ance at divine service, shall have some 
opportunity of attendance at religious 
worship. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
communicated again with the Com- 
missioners of Irish Lights upon this 
matter, and they repeat that they quite 
approve of the project of making Rathlin 
O'Birne a relieving station, and are pre- 
pared to advise that the same be carried 
into effect when suitable buildings shall 
have been erected for the families of the 
lightkeepers on the mainland. In the 
meantime, the difficulties of landing on 
the island, unfortunately, stand in the 
way of making provision for proper 
facilities for attendance at religious wor- 
ship, and for the education of the 
children. 


Congested Districts Board — Resignation 
of Lord de Vesci. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether Lord de Vesci has resigned his 
position on the Congested Districts Board ; 
and, if so, whether he has appointed a 
representative to fill the vacancy ; 
whether, considering the large part of 
Kerry scheduled as congested, the oppor- 
tunities for developing the fishing in- 
dustry along the coast, and the amount 
of the rates levied in the county, he will, 
in compliance with the unanimous de- 
mand of County and District Councils in 
Kerry, appoint a representative on the 
Board from that country. 


Mr. 
has not yet been made to the vacancy on 


in Ireland established by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, where farmers can 
have seeds and manures analysed at 
small fees, and where are they situate. 


Mr. ATKINSON : One such station 
has been established in Dublin, and this, 
in the opinion of the Department, is con- 
sidered sufficient for the present. The 
matter is under consideration. 


Irish Judges—Assize Charges. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether his attention has 
been directed to the charge of the Right 
Hon. Chief Baron Palles to the Grand 
Jury of Westmeath at the Spring Assizes 
in Mullingar, in which his Lordship de- 
clined to incorporate in his charge official 
statistics of suspected or undiscovered 
crimes contained in statements of the 


| condition of the county prepared by the 


ATKINSON: An appointment | 


this Board. All communications in re- | 


ference to the appointment have been 


| 


Royal Irish Constabulary, specifically re- 
fused to deal with any matter save the 
criminal cases before him, and reprobated 
the practice of making comments or re- 
presentations on matters of which he as 
a judge was wholly ignorant, and on 
which he would be acting purely on the 
statements of the police ; and whether he 
will consider the advisability of putting 
an end to the practice of presenting 
Judges of Assizes before their charges to 
the Grand Jury with constabulary re- 
ports and comments on the state of the 
Irish counties, and providing some other 
means forthe communication of the in- 
formation contained in those reports to 
the public. 


Mr. ATKINSON : My attention has 
been called to a report of the charge of 
Chief Baron Palles, published in the 
Dublin morning papers of the 4th instant. 
I have no means of ascertaining whether 
these reports are accurate or not; their 
purport and effectdo not appear to me 
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to be accurately represented in the Ques- 


tion. The practice referred to has existed | 


for many years. It is, I think, generally 
approved of, and there is no intention to 
depart from it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that this practice 
is a purely Irish one ? 


{No answer was returned. ] 


Normoyle Trial—Sergeant Cole. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
the authorities intend to prosecute 
Sergeant Cole, of Clarecastle, County 
Clare, for seeking to manufacture crime, 
as was sworn in public court by the 
Crown witness, Mrs. Normoyle, at the 
recent trial at Ennis+~and whether full 
inquiry will be made as to the manner 
in which Sergeant Cole has for some 
time past been performing his duties. 


Mr. ATKINSON: There is no founda- 
tion for the statement in the Question. 
Mrs. Normoyle made a statement to 
Sergeant Cole incriminating the local 
branch of the United Irish League. 
The Sergeant took down her statement, 
read it over to her, and she signed it. 
When called as a witness for the Crown, 
she swore she made no such statement. 
The resident magistrate, in announcing 
the decision of the Court in the case, 
used the following observations regarding 
the conduct of Mrs. Normoyle, her hus- 
band, and son— 

‘‘That the Normoyles were guilty of the 
most shamefaced lying must be apparent to 
every person in this Court, and, taking their 
previous conduct in communicating with the 
police into account, it is evident they have 
been terrorised into not speaking the truth, 
and preferred to run any risks from these 
people.” 

Sergeant Cole is reported to be an 
excellent officer, in whom his superiors 
have the fullest confidence. 


Banagher to Clare Railway Service. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a copy of Resolution passed 
by the Members of Birr No. 1 District 


Council, protesting against the action§ of 
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the Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way Company in curtailing the travelling 
facilities to Ferbane, Belmont, Banagher, 
and surrounding districts by discontinu- 
ing the 7 p.m. train from Banagher 
to Clare; and, in view of the fact that 
the baronial guarantee of 8d. in the £ in 
Garrycastle, amounting to £1,430 3s. 4d. 
annually, was given on the understanding 
that there would be three trains each 
way daily, whether he intends to take 
steps to oblige the Company to revert 
to the old arrangement. 


Mr. ATKINSON: A copy of the 
Resolution in question has been re- 
ceived. The Commissioners of Public 
Works have no control over the working 
of this line of railway, nor have they 
any information as to the alleged under- 
standing to which reference is made. 
If it is embodied in any legal agreement 
between the Grand Jury and the Rail- 
way Company, it would be well for the 
local Authority to take legal advice as 
to the power to enforce it. 


Alleged Assault by Police at Castlebar. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any, and, 
if so, what action has been taken against 
a constable of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary who committed an assault on a 
young man in the public street of 
Castlebar on the night of the 15th ultimo, 
when the hon. Member for South Ros- 
common was on his way to the prison 
in that town; whether he is aware that 
the said assault was witnessed by the 
District Inspector and Head Constable of 
Castlebar ; and whether, in the event of 
proceedings not having been taken, he 
will see that immediate action is in- 
stituted. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It appears that a 
number of boys followed the car on 
which the hon. Member was being con- 
veyed to prison, and that a constable, 
with a view to prevent a demonstration, 
pushed one of the boys back and thus 
prevented the others from following the 
ear any further. The District Inspector 
expressed his disapproval of the conduct 
of the constable at the time of the 
occurrence. The incident does not call 








th 
Ge 


Gc 
th 
all 
an 
thi 
rec 


bu 


ha 
he 
th 


Tu 


Ge 
fro 


ail- 
ng 
er, 
nu- 
her 
hat 


4d, 
ing 
ich 
ike 
ert 


the 


blic 
ing 
hey 
ler- 
de. 
ent 
‘ail- 


the 


par. 
r to 
ord 
nd, 
inst 
.bu- 
2-3 

of 
mo, 
Ros- 
son 
hat 
the 
e of 
t of 
, he 


ta 
on 
con- 
ble, 
ion, 
-hus 
the 
ctor 
duct 
the 
call 








729 
for any further action on the part of the | 
Constabulary authorities. 


| 


Business of 


In reply to another Question by Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny), 


Mr. ATKINSON said there 
nothing to prevent the boy proceeding 
against the constable. 


Crimes Act—Prisoners and Prison Rules. | 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr. | 
Attorney General for Ireland whether | 
he will explain why the permission to | 
write and receive letters on matters of | 
urgent private business, promised by the | 
Chief Secretary, has not been communi- | 
cated to the prisoners in Castlebar and | 
other gaols under sentence of imprison- | 
ment inflicted by the Criminal Law and | 
Procedure Act Courts ; and why letters | 
to Messrs. Thomas Burt and M. Delany, | 
informing them of this privilege, were | 

not communicated to the prisoners. 
| 


was | 





Mr. ATKINSON: 
the prison informed both of the prisoners 
named that they would be allowed to 
write a letter in connection with their 
business or family affairs, of an urgent 
nature, and receive a reply. Delany 
wrote such a letter and received a reply. 
The communications referred to at the 
end of the Question were not delivered to 
the prisoners because they had already 
been informed of the privilege, and con- 
sequently the letters could not be regarded 
as urgent or coming within the terms of 
the rule. 


Mr. DILLON: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman informed of the fact, which I 
have from one of the prisoners, that the 
Governor of the prison conveyed to them 
the impression that they would only be 
allowed to write and receive one letter, 
and did not the Chief Secretary promise 
that they should be allowed to write and 
receive letters in reference to urgent 
business ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : The information I 
have received from the Governor is that 
he communicated to them what privileges 
wed were allowed under the prison 
rules. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman kindly undertake to inquire 
from the Governor on what ground he 
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suppressed my own letter conveying 
intimation of the permission granted by 
the Chief Secretary ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have said the 


prisoners were already fully informed of 


the prison rules. 


Mr. DILLON : They were not. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I desire 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can now make the promised 
statement with regard to the business of 
next week. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Of course, 
the proceedings next week will depend 
on the proceedings this evening. As- 
suming that the Government obtain 
Jotes A and 1 of the Army Estimates, 
which | understand is practically certain, 
this evening, Monday will be devoted to 


The Governor of | the Motion of the Leader of the Opposi- 


tion. On Tuesday Vote 9 of the Army 
Estimates will be taken, and probably 
Vote 9 of the Navy Estimates, possibly 
‘also Vote 10 of the Navy Estimates. 
On Thursday the Reports of Supply then 
remaining will be taken, giving prece- 
\dence to the Report of the Vote on 
Account. If they should be concluded 
on Thursday, I think that probably we 
might be able to move the Speaker 
out of the Chair on the Civil Service 
Estimates on Friday. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Has the right hon. Gentleman any right to 
assume that the debate on the Motion of 
the Leader of the Opposition will close 
on Monday night? Some of my hon. 
friends are anxious to take part in the 
debate, and I think that it is impossible 
to have an adequate discussion of the 
question in one night. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: This is the 
first time it has been suggested that this 
debate should extend over one night. I 
cannot, of course, say anything until 
Monday, when I hope that the Leader of 
the House will be present. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: There has 
been no opportunity to make any sugges- 
tion as to the length of the debate until 
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now, but it never occurred to me for a 
moment that an effort would be made to 
closure the debate after one night. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: I wish to ask the 
Secretary of State for War a Question of 
which I have given him private notice, 
viz., whether he is aware that a com- 


munication purporting to be in his name 
was made to me last Tuesday requesting 


me to postpone a Question I had placed | 


on the Paper,7 on the ground that he was 


obtaining the information. which he_ 


would let me have on Friday; and 
whether it is with his approval that such 
information has now been refused until a 
time which will be subsequent to the 
debate on Monday next ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir ; the intima- 
tion was conveyed by my authority. 
The information is not at our disposal. 
As far as I can recollect, the hon. 
Member put his Question down on 
Monday—the night before it appeared 
on the Paper, and I had had no oppor- 
tunity of verifying the statement when 
the House met on Tuesday. It now 
appears that the matter is under dis- 
cussion, and therefore it would obviously 
not be desirable to present it asa 
separate Return. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): When will the debate on the Pro- 
cedure Rules be resumed ? 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
think next week. 


the convenience of the right hon. Gentle- 
man if I say, in reference to what fell 
from him, that, as far as I am able to 
ascertain, there is likely to be a consider- 
able number of Members on the Opposi- 
tion side who desire to take part in the 
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Mr. BRYCE: Perhaps it may be for | 
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| debate on Monday. Possibly they may 
| think that one day will not be sufficient. 

Mr. WHITLEY: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman now state if he has 
found it necessary to take the Army 
| Excess Vote before Easter or not ? 





| Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I find that 
these Excess Votes have always been 
_ taken before the conclusion of the financial 
year following that in which the excess 
has been incurred, and certainly I think 
that that practice ought not to be 
departed from. If an opportunity can 
be afforded for discussion of the questions 
which the Excess Votes raise on any 
head of the Army Estimates, I hope the 
House will allow the Excess Votes to 
be taken before Easter on that under- 
standing. I will inquire intothat. If such 
an opportunity cannot be afforded, then I 
think we had better postpone the Excess 
Vote till later in the session. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): I trust 
the right hon. Gentleman will, in the 
event of the Vote being postponed till 
after Easter, see that it is not taken until 
after the Report has been made of the 
Public Accounts Committee. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Clearly that 
would be desirable. 





SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsgy reported from the Com- 
That they had 
discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure 
‘(during the consideration of the Mid- 
wives Bill), Sir Savile Crossley and 
Mr. Eugene Wason ; and had appointed 
in substitution Mr. Cohen and Mr. Luke 
White. 


+ The Question referred to was as follows: | 


Mr. M‘Kenna,—To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will lay upon the Table 
the Papers relating to the purchase of mules in 
Spain, to which reference is made on page 220 
ms the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 


General in the Army Appropriation Account, | 
1900—1901 ; in particular giving the name of | 


the agent who took private commission from 
the dealers in addition to the commission paid 
to him out of Army funds and the amount of 
such commissions, and stating in what manner 
the remount officers satisfied themselves of the 
correctness of the sum claimed by the agent. 


Mr, John Redmond. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
|Committee, That they had added to 
the Standing Committee on Trade 
‘(including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, the follow- 
ing fifteen Members in respect of the 
Fresh Water Fish (Scotland) Bill :—Mr. 
| Anstruther, Captain Balfour, Mr. Black, 


| Mr. Bryce, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Alexander 


| Cross, Earl of Dalkeith,- Mr. Dalziel, 
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Sir Edward Grey, Mr. Hozier, Sir Joseph | VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 


Leese, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. O’Mara, | 


Mr. Shaw Stewart, and Mr. Solicitor 
General for Scotland. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 





NEW BILLS. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1886) AMENDMENT (No. 2). 

Bill to amend The Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Weir, Mr. John Dewar, 
Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Cathcart Wason, 
Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, 
Mr. Caldwell. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1886) AMENDMENT] (No. 2.) BILL. 
“To amend The Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886,’’ presented, and 


read the first time ; to be read a second | 


time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 116.] 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE 
(SCOTLAND). 


Bill to admit to the School Board | 
electorate of Scotland all persons entitled | 
to vote for the County Council election, | 


ordered to be brought in by Mr. Weir, 
Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Cath- 


cart Wason, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. 
Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, and Mr. 
Caldwell. 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


“To admit to the School Board 


electorate of Scotland all persons entitled | 
to vote for the County Council election,” | 
presented, and read the first time ; to be | 


read the second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 117.] 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS. 


Bill to provide that no prosecution 
under the Vaccination Acts shall be 
commenced without the authority of the 
Guardians, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Channing, Sir John Rolleston, Mr. 
Goddard, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Brigg, Mr. 
Carlile, Mr. Bell, Mr. Broadhurst, and 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 


and | 


“ To provide that no prosecution under 


| the Vaccination Acts shall be commenced 
| without the authority of the Guardians,” 


| presented and read the first time; to be 
| read the second time upon Monday, 17th 
| March, and to be printed. [Bill 118.] 


| CORONERS’ INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
| FATALITIES). 

Bill to amend the law relating to 
Coroners’ inquests in the case of fatal 
'accidents on railways, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Channing, Mr. Bell, 
| Mr. John Burns, and Mr. Schwann. 


| CORONERS’ INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
FATALITIES) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to 
| Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal 
Accidents on Railways,” presented, and 
| read the first time ; to be read a second 
'time upon Monday, 17th March, and to 
be printed. [Bill 119.] 


SUPPLY—COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, 8.) in 
the Chair. ] 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “ That a number of land forces, 
|not exceeding 420,000, all ranks, be 
maintained for the service of the United 
| Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
-at home and abroad, excluding His 
_Majesty’s Indian possessions, during 
'the year ending on the 3lst day of 
| March, 1903.” 


*(4.10.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.) resuming his speech com- 
|menced on the previous night, said he 
| now wished to call attention to some of 
| the deficiencies in the Army establish- 
|ment, and the causes thereof. In the 
first place he would like to point out 
| that the Army Reserve was 78,000, the 
Militia 20,000, the Yeomanry 18,000, 
| and the Volunteers 70,000 under estab- 
lishment. The total deficiency of men 
in all branches of the Service was thus 
| 186,000 under the establishment. Against 
‘that deficiency they had to set off the 
| establishment of Regular forces in South 
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Africa, which exceeded the establishment | 


by 100,000; thus there was a total 
deficiency on the whole establishment 
of something like 90,000 men. 
not a very satisfactory state of things. 


Either the establishment ought to be, 


reduced to the number of men likely to 
be recruited for the various arms of the 
service, or, as was attempted by the new 
scheme of the right hon. Gentleman, 
some corresponding effort ought to be 
made to increase the number of men 
likely to be obtained to bring the estab- 
lishments to their proper height. 

With regard to the Reserve, it had sunk 
from 82,000 in 1898 to 2,300 in the pre- 
sent year. And not only had it sunk to 
that lamentably small number, but the 
future number of Reservists had been seri- 
ously tampered with by the institution of 
bounties in India and South Africa ; and 
he was anxious to know whether the 
bounties had been applied to other 
military stations throughout the Empire, 
for instance, to time-expired men at 
Malta, Gibraltar, Egpyt, and elsewhere. 
He understood that was not the case, 
and therefore they might take it that the 
future supply of Reservists had only been 
cut off to the extent of 17,000 in India, 
and a few hundreds in South Africa. 
That meant that at least two complete 
years’ service of the Reserve had been 
suspended. The Secretary of State pro- 
posed to resuscitate and increase the 
Army Reserve in the future ; and if the 
right hon. Gentleman would permit him 
to say so, he was as much struck by his 
manipulation of figures concerning the 
Army Reserve as the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself was struck in the previous 
year by the present Secretary for Ireland’s 
manipulation of figures regarding the 
provision of troops for the Cape. The 
right hon. Gentleman provided for a 
yearly supply of 50,000 recruits, and he 
anticipated that in due course he would 
increase his Reserve from 150,000 to 
170,000 men. Now the average length of 
service in the Reserve at. the present 
time was about six years; the greater 
number of men enlisted for seven years 


with the colours and five years in the, 


Reserve, but about five per cent. joined 


the colours for three years, to be followed | 


by nine years in the Reserve. The 
average enlistment in ordinary years was 
rather over 40,000. Although the right 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


{COMMONS} 


This was | 


Estimates. 736 


hon. Gentleman provided for 25,000 men 
going into the Reserve yearly in the 
future, the future service in the Reserve 
would be but little longer than it 
now was, because, while enlistment would 
be for three years with the colours and 
nine in the Reserve, the Secretary of 
State anticipated that fifty per cent. of 
the men would serve eight years with 
the colours. At most the average ser. 
vice would not be more than six and a 


half years. Fifty thousand recruits in 
the future were to supply 25,000 
Reservists, and that -was a very 


much greater proportion than it had 
been found possible to maintain up to 
the present. The wastage of men during 
their period of service from the time they 
enlisted until they passed into the Reserve 
was 25,000 a year, the wastage being 
caused by death, medical unfitness, 
desertions, and purchase. These causes 
would operate just as strongly in the 
future, because, although it was notice- 
able that the Secretary of State laid 
great stress on the fact that men were to 
be enlisted very carefully and were only 
to receive the increased pay if they were 
of the certified age of nineteen, and 
insisted that a man who wrongly declared 
his age should be punished, yet how was 
he going to get from a recruit who had 
no means of knowing his own age a 
certificate that at a given period of his 
service he had attained the age of 19? 
The certificate was a farce, which had 
been imposed on the right hon. Gentle- 
man by somebody not fully acquainted 
with the conditions of service in the 
Army. 

If he were right in his anticipa- 
tions, the anticipations that the Reserve 
force would be increased to 150,000 or 
175.000 men were not justified, though 
probably the present annual addition to 
the Reserve would be raised from 15,000 
to 17,000 or 18,000, and the total Reserve 
might be increased by 10,000 or 15,000, 
and that would not give a bigger Reserve 
than 100,000. The question naturally 
arose, would the Secretary of State get 
50,000 recruits a year? Speaking two 
or three years ago at Edinburgh, Lord 
Lansdowne—then Secretary for War— 
estimated the number of available possible 


recruits in any one year arriving at the 


age of 18 at about 400,000. It was 


| how suggested that of these, 50,000 
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were to be recruited for the Army, 40,000 
for the Militia, 3,000 for the new Yeo- 
manry force, and about 70,000 for the 
Volunteers—in all 160,000 or 170,000 
men. Excluding the men physically 
unfit, it would therefore be necessary 
to enlist each year one in every two of 
the men now walking about the country. 
That, to his mind, was an impossible feat, 
and he would remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that unless he got his 50,000 
men yearly his scheme fell to the ground. 
Why should the War Uffice put off the 
extra payment to recruits for two years ? 
Why not make the increase of pay take 
effect from April Ist next ? Why build up 
for their successors a financial burden 
which they were not willing to bear at 
the present moment? He was not one 
of those who were always content to 
preach economy in the House and at the 
same time press for extra expenditure. 
His right hon. friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean— 


*sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Does the hon. 
Member say that I preach economy ? 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Yes. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I preach 
economy as regards the economical ex- 
penditure of money voted, but not as 
regards the reduction of the national 
expenditure. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
was glad to hear that, and to find he had 
misunderstood the remarks of the right 
hon. Gentleman. He regretted that he 
had done so, but there were Members of 
the House who talked glibly about 
eonomy and at the same time made 
suggestions to the Secretary of State 
involving considerable additional  ex- 
penditure. He was not one of those; 
but he desired that they should get good 
results for their money. Now he wished 
to say something about the Mounted 
Ihniantry. The present system consisted 
in sending detachments from the various 
regiments to Aldershot, training the men 
there for a short time, and then sending 
them back to their regiments. The only 
possible advantage of that system was its 
cheapness. It provided one trained horse 
ior about ten trained men, who, when 
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they had been trained, reverted to their 
ordinary Infantry duties and might never 
again mount a horse during the 
remainder of their service. They lost 
the knack of riding and of being 
‘“horse masters,” and that was a re- 
quirement the want of which had 
proved one of the chief causes of de- 
lay in the conclusion of the present 
war. The system had the further dis- 
advantage that on the outbreak of war 
the commanding officers of regiments 
lost their best men, and practically went 
into action without the backbone of their 


regiments. There were still other de- 
fects. There was no Reserve of Mounted 


Infantry ; no record was kept of the men 
who had been trained in that capacity, 
and when they joined as Reservists they 
might or might not go back to the 
regiment in which they originally served. 
He was told that one of the chief 
difficulties with which General French 
had to cope at Colesberg in the early 
part of the war was that many of the 
men told off to him as Mounted Infantry 
were found not to be Mounted Infantry 
men at all, while others who had been 
trained had been so long apart from the 
care of horses that it was some time 
before they were of any practical service 
to him. Last year the Secretary for 
War laid it down that in war the men 
were to serve under those by whom 
they had been trained in times of peace, 
but a disadvantage of the present 
Mounted Infantry system was that the 
men who trained the troops disappeared 
altogether, and went to another regi- 
ment or battalion, and the Mounted 
Infantry were placed under commanding 
officers whom they had never seen, and 
under sectional commanders of whom 
they knew nothing. They became 
mere tactical units without cohesion. 


What was the remedy he proposed? 
They had in the Army eight battalions 
with no territorial connection at all—he 
alluded to the Rifle Brigade and the 
King’s Royal Rifles. These regiments 
had absolutely no connection with the 
county in which their depots were 
located, or with the district from which 
the men were drawn. The men, indeed, 
largely came from London, Birmingham, 
and other big centres. What objection 
could there be to turning these regi- 
_ments into Mounted Infantry regiments ? 
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It would not disturb the territorial 
scheme, and it was the fact that the 
regiments had outlived the purpose for 
which they were created, viz., the pur- 
pose of serving as light troops to the 
Army. They might, therefore, withadvan- 
tage, be turned into Mounted Infantry 
troops, which were so badly wanted. 
In conclusion, he would add that hon. 
Members on that side of the House 
desired to see the money voted spent to 
the best advantage. The Government 
asked for great sums of money, but he 
did not believe, let economists say what 
they would, that the money was grudged 
as long as it was well spent, but they 
did not want it spent on bad stores, bad 
horses, and indifferent men. ‘They re- 
cognised that as the size of the Empire 
grew, the requirements of the Army 
grew pari passu. The Army was a sort 
of Imperial military police, and every 
extension to the territory of the Empire 
was made in the full knowledge that the 
local authorities would have to come to 
the War Office for officers and non- 
commissioned officers to keep the local 
coloured troops going; and unless the 
War Office could provide the Colonial 
Office and. the Foreign Office with an 
adequate supply of good officers and non- 
commissioned officers, its whole purpose 
would fail. He would only urge that a 
fair trial be given to the proposals of the 
right hon. Gentleman, which he thought 
were most reasonable proposals. 
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#(4.34.) Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hamp- 


shire, Fareham) said he observed 
that the House had that deserted 
aspect which was usual when the 


Army or Navy Estimates were under 
discussion; and he hoped it was not 
entirely due to the expectation that he 


might be speaking. The complaint 
had been a long standing one, be- 
cause as long ago as 1648 it was 


reported in the records that “ most of the 
Votes for the Army had been passed at 
an unseasonable hour of the night and 
in a thin House,” and he was afraid that 


complaint was likely to remain. 
Before proceeding to criticism, he 
wished to congratulate the Secre- 
tary of State for War on his state- 
ment, and to add his humble 
quota to the almost universal ap- 
proval with which his right hon. 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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friend’s proposals had been received. 
In his speech, his right hon. friend 
pleaded for more consideration and sup- 
He ventured to 
say that the statement of his right hon. 
friend ought to command both. It 
showed a boldness and a breadth of vision 
that was very refreshing, and he most 
heartily re-echoed his right hon. friend's 
remarks about keeping Party politics 
out of Army discussions. He would add, 
although it might be considered pre- 
sumptuous, that the Service Members 
did not take full advantage of their 
tremendous opportunity. If they would 
only act as an unit in all Service matters 
they would be sufficiently strong to 
exercise a judicious supervision over even 
the most recalcitrant Secretary of State 
for War. 

Before 
résistance 


Estimates. 


he came to the picce de 
of his right hon. friend's 
scheme, he wished to refer to, one or 
two remarks of previous speakers. His 
hon. friend the Member for Oldham was 
good enough and imaginative enough to 
suggest that he was in some way respon- 
sible for the scheme the Government 
had adopted. He most heartily wished 
that he could have been in any way 
responsible for increasing the pay of the 
Army ; but he could not lay that flatter 
ing unction to his soul. He recognised 
that the credit for the scheme was really 
divided into two parts. The chief part 
belonged to the old guard of Army re- 
formers in this House, who had urged 
these very reforms year after year. 
Indeed, in the case of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, he was not sure the right 
hon. Gentleman was not advocating 
them almost as soon as he, the 
speaker, was born. At any rate, the right 
hon. Gentleman entered the House the 
same month that he was born, and he 
had no doubt the right hon. Gentleman 
immediately launched into the advocacy 
of these reforms. Another point in the 
speech of his hon. friend the Member 
for Oldham was rather severe on the 
Government. He had_ twitted the 
Secretary of State for War for not 
having “fortified himself in the position 
he took up last year.” But was his 
hon. friend so well fortified in the 
economic position which he took up last 
| year ? 
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Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- | right hon. friend was still, in his mind at 
ham) said he did not in the least any rate, wrapped in some obscurity. He 
recede from the position he took up last | understood last year that the idea was 
year that the Army Corps were a greatly | that they should be able at any time to 
excessive provision for home defence. send three Army Corps—about 120,000 

Regulars—abroad. But they had at that 
*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that at any | ™oment in South Africa 150,000 Regu- 
rate his hon. friend approved of extra | lars. On what principle, then, was their 
expenditure on pay, and as far as his ™4Ximum provision in the event of a 
hon. friend’s contention was concerned foreign war to be 120,000 men? Were 
that the Navy Estimates should be they in future to draw in the horns 
increased and the Army Estimates de- vf their policy and to moderate their 
creased, he was quite willing to see the | military excursions? He hoped it would 
Navy Estimates increased, but he did not be possible to do so. He thought it 
want to see the Army Estimates fall below esitable that the exact raison détre 
their present figures. It was a common 0 the Army should be again laid 
heresy to talk about normal naval and down. That was last done, by Mr. 
military expenditure. There could be no Stanhope, in the year 1891, and he 
sich thing as normal expenditure in trusted that the Government would 
such matters. The amount of the bring his Memorandum? up to date, 
insurance they paid must be dependent because without it, it was impossible 
on the extent of their possessions and % form a firm foundation on which to 
responsibilities ; and, therefore, he build a national policy, Army reform, or 
objected to the word normal in this Ye intelligent criticism. At the same 
connection. The right hon. Gentleman me, no such pronouncement could 
the Member for the Forest of Possibly be satisfactory or permanent 
Dean touched very briefly om the Which did not provide for Colonial co- 
war. He did not wish to follow the Operation in the defence of the Empire. 
right hon. Gentleman into that, except To live shut up within these Islands, 
torather deprecate the use of the word Still more to live shut up within these 
“disaster” in describing mishaps to Walls, did not conduce to breadth of 
the Army in South Africa. Surely, in Vision on national matters, and the 
the light of military history, such remarks of the Secretary of State the 
incidents would be regarded as trivial in Other night, when he referred to the possi- 
any great war. bility of an Imperial defence scheme being 

brought before the Colonial Conference 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE said they im June, came to him like a breath of fresh 
were repeated more often than in other iF in this heated artificial atmosphere. 
wars. He hoped that at any rate the neces- 

sary nucleus of a truly Imperial force 
*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the might be formed as a result of 
var had lasted longer than most other the conference. Of course, it was very 
modern wars. Where they had a great desirable, on many grounds, that sug- 
Army scattered over a vast area, it was gestions to that end should emanate 
inevitable that there should be small from the Colonies, rather than from 
reverses, and he for one objected toclassing the Mother Country, and that they 
them as disasters. Speaking of the war, Should be brought about by local pres- 
it seemed to him that the difficulty of Sure in the Colonies. They had reason 
lestroying the Boer forces in the field to believe that this local pressure was 
was very much like the difficulty being exercised to a great extent in 
ii attempting to destroy a drop of Canada and Australia, and that should 
wuicksilver on a plate with a hammer, have a very stimulating effect on the 
When it was struck, it flew into a delegates to the conference. He wished 
tundred seattered particles, only to % ask if there was to be a General Staff 
reunite immediately afterwards. for the Army. His right hon. friend 
Coming to questions of Army Reform, hinted at it the other night, when he 
he confessed that the exact object of the ~y4)..- 


7 + This Memorandum is to be found in (4) 
much-abused Army Corps scheme of his Pebates, xevii., 1326 (footnote). 
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said that the Director of the Military In- 
telligence Department was “ practically ” 
chief of the Staff. Then why should he not 
be called so, and authorised to organise a 
proper general staff? He thought that 


Supply—Army 


the British Army was the only 
civilised Army in the world which 
had not a General Staff. Even the 


United States was now organising a 
general staff. He hoped that, in any 
case, the strength of the Intelligence 
Department would be very largely in- 
creased. It really ought to be doubled. 
He also wished to know how his right 
hon. friend proposed to give the neces- 
sary practical traming to the Army 
Corps. Was it his intention to bring in 
a Military Manceuvres Bill at an early 
opportunity—he meant an adequate Bill ? 
His right hon. friend spoke last year of 
asking the House for “more powers.” Did 
he still intend to press for them? Unless 
they were enabled to get the use of 
wide areas which would permit not only 
of manceuvres, but also cf artillery and 
musketry firing, they were not likely to 
be able to give any really practical 
training. There was another point in 
his right hon. friend’s statement which 
had oceasioned some natural alarm, and 
that was the proposal to substantially 
reduce expenditure on the re-armament 
of fortresses and coaling stations. Was 
that a well-considered change of policy 
or a mere measure of economy ? He cer- 
tainly hoped that the rumour that it was 
intended to suspend the issue of movable 
armament to fortresses and coaling 
stations was unfounded. 


He desired once more to urge the 
right hon. Gentleman to reconsider the 
plan of placing one of the six Army 
Corps in South Africa. If this were done 
we should be able to satisfy an important 
strategic need, to take advantage of an 
ideal training ground, and to develop a 
most promising field for recruiting. We 
had every reason to be hopeful of recruit- 
ing amongst the Dutch in South Africa, 
having regard to the success of the 
National Scouts. The idea would not, 
perhaps, commend itself to people of the 
temperament of the hon. Member for 
North Aberdeen, who did not seem to 
believe that the men comprising that 
force were really Boers at all! 

Mr. Arthur Lee. 
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Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said he had 
pointed to the fact that among the 
‘National Scouts” there were such 
names to be found as Taylor, Monkton, 
and Soulsby. 


Estimates. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said there was 
nothing surprising in that. Surely the 
hon. Member must be aware that there 
were a large number of people with 
English-sounding names, even in this 
country, who preferred te take the part 
of the enemy against their own country- 
men. 

With regard to the intention of the 
right hon. Gentleman to reduce the 
expenses of officers, that was an admir. 
able proposal. He wished, however, to 
impress on the right hon. Gentleman 
the necessity of making it compulsory for 
Cavalry officers to take their chargers 
from the ranks, otherwise the spirit of 
the new regulation would be evaded. A 
real reduction of expense was the only 
hope of improving the Cavalry. The 
Secretary of State’s new Army Corps 
seemed a good deal like the new War 
Office building in Whitehall. The Army 
Corps were all scaffolding poles and no 
bricks, but, having decided to get the 
bricks by raising the soldier's pay, it was 
evident the right hon. Gentleman in- 
tended to go on building, and he wished 
him all success. 

With regard to the Volunteers, he 
was not going to say anything, except 
that he had the greatest admiration for 
that force. He would profit by the sad 
experience of the right hon. Gentleman, 
and remember that the new motto 
of the Volunteer force was “ Vemo me 
impune lacessit.”” He was very glad the 
right hon. Gentleman had not been led 
away by the zealous advocates of conserip- 
tion. We had been led to believe by the 
right hon. Gentlemen the Member for 


the Forest of Dean and the Member | 


for Oldham that conscription was 
dead. He therefore merely desired to 
propose as its epitaph the words used 
in the great Petition of the People to this 
House in 1648—*“ You should disclaim 
yourselves and all future representatives 
a power of pressing or forcing any sort 
of men to serve in wars, there being 
nothing more opposite to freedom.” As 
regards the Militia Ballot, that had many 
points asa hygienic refurm, but it would 
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not supply our main need, which was 
a foreign service army. 

Coming to the question of pay, the 


proposals of the right hon. Gentle- 
man gave him the greatest  satis- 
faction. He thought, however, that the 


weakest point was that the immediate 
prospects of the young soldier’s life were 
not to be madesufficientlyattractive. They 
had to get the men to enter the Army, 
and to do that the service must be 
made sufficiently attractive from 
the first. New metaphors were 
always dangerous, and therefore he 
would use an old one, and implore the 
Government ‘‘not to spoil the ship 
for a ha porth of tar.” Above all, let 
faith be kept with the soldier. If the 
soldier was only to receive so much, 
let him be told so plainly. He 
would also strongly urge that the right 
hon Gentleman should adopt the 
American and Royal Marine practice of 
demanding some sort of character from in 
tending reeru'ts. This reform was almost 
as important as the increase of pay, and it 
had the advantage that it would cost 
nothing. It was an essential element of 
the marine system that recruits should 
have a good character. Unless the 
War Office insisted on getting men 
ot good character, it would not get 
the British mother on its side. The 
British mother controlled the situation, 
and the reason she did not object to her 
son joining the Marines was becauve «he 
knew he would only have to associate 
with respectable people. Some falling 
of in recruiting returns might have to 
be faced in the first instance, but 
eventua'ly he believed it would make the 
service very much more popular, and 
would result in our obtaining recruits 
inmuch greater numbers and of a better 
quality. This poliey had even been recog- 
nised by the Chinese, who were now 
demanding a good character from in 
tending recruits. The hon. Member 
lor Aberdeen had said that the sort of 
men they wanted for the Army were the 
devil-may-eare. happy-go-lucky  scape- 
graces, and also that it was a great 
mistake to raise the pay. But he con- 
tended those were just the sort of men 
they did not want. There was one other 
important point. Now that the pay was 
to be raised, the physical standard 
ought to be raised also, and a better 


{7 Marcu 1902} 


Estimates. 746 


article should be insisted upon for the 
better price. The present recruiting 
standard was deplorable. We had re- 
duced every kind of measurement, the 
age, and the weight, and now we were 
going to take men with false teeth, 
and even with glass eyes—or eye glasses 
—he did not know which. He quite 
recognised that occasionally a most 
excellent small man could be obtained, 
but as a sound general principle it 
could not be denied that by reducing 
the physical standard you had to put 
up with a reduction of the moral and 
intellectual standard also. 

Passing over several other matters, he 
would come to a recommendation which 
he knew would be condemned as a mere 
platitude, or, at best, as a counsel ot 
perfection, viz., that the Secretary of 
State should endeavour to develop a 
system of promotion by merit in the 
commissioned ranks of the Army. The 
right hon. Gentleman had shown great 
moral courage in tackling unpleasant 
subjects, and if he made an effort to 
grapple with this thorny question he 
would receive the enthusiastic support 
of everybody who cared for the best 
interests of the service. 

He had always had a sneaking regard 
for the Secretary of State for War, and 
that feeling, owing to his present pio- 
posals, was developing into something 
like enthusiasm. The right hon. Gentle- 
man must not think because he was 
sometimes abused that they held 
him personally entirely to blame for all 
the defects of the War Office, but under 
the constitution he was the whipping- 
boy, and had to suffer for the sins 
of that Department. The War Office 
seemed to be the “Aunt Sally” of 
politics, at which even the meanest 
of us could throw things with im- 
punity. In that process it was the 
fashion to place all the blame on the 
civilian side. He believed, however, 
that the military side were quite as much 
to blame in most cases for the mistakes 
that were made; they were just 
as obstructive, and just as adept in 
the use of red tape. Last year he 
concluded his remarks by saying that 
if the Secretary of State would approach 
these subjects of Army Reform in a 
broad and statesmanlike spirit, he would 
earn the gratitude both of the Army 
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and of the country. He believed the | 
right hon. Gentleman was endeavouring | 
so to deal with the questions before him, 
and that being so he deserved that 
strenuous support at the present 
juncture which he (the hon. Member), 
at any rate, intended to give him. 
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(5.5.) Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne) said he had never spoken on 
Army matters before, and he rose on 
the present occasion with a good deai 
of modest reluctance, because he could 
not claim in any way to be a military 
expert, althought it was true that he 
formed one of the 63 original Volunteers 
who received so much praise on the 
previous evening. Beyond that, how- 
ever, his experience gave him no right 


to speak with authority on Army 
matters. But, after all, every Member 
of the House was interested in the 


very large sums of money voted annually 
for the War Office, and in the number 
of men the Committee were now asked 
to sanction. Speaking as an ordinary 
member of the tax-paying public, it 
appeared to him that the number of 
men asked for under Vote A_ was 
dishonest and misleading. ‘There were, 
roughly speaking, 20,000 troops borne 
on the Indian establishment, who, for 
more than the last two years, had to 
all intents and purposes been used as 
part and parcel of the Home and 
Colonial contingent. He contended 
therefore that those 20,000 men ought 
to be included in and voted with the 
present Estimate. As he pointed out 
in the Amendment he had placed on 
the Paper, 400,000 men would really 
be sufficient to vote under this head, 
because upwards of 30,000 more that 
were borne on the Indian establishment 
ought to be borne on the Home and 
Colonial. According to the Return of 
the Military Forces in South Africa 
from 1899 to 1902, between October 
1lth, 1899, and December 31st, 1901, 
a total of 11,651 British soldiers borne 
on the Indian establishment had been 
sent direct to South Africa from India, 
while of native troops there had been 
sent 1,500 to Mauritius, 800 to Singapore, 
and 800 to Ceylon, for the purpose 
of relieving an equal number of British 
tr ops for service in South Africa. So 
that, to all intents and purposes, those 
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3,000 Indian troops, borne on the Indian 
establishment, had been used for duties 
which should be discharged by troops 
on the Home and Colonial establish- 
ment. In the same period, 300 British 
troops borne on the Indian establish- 
ment had been sent to China. It was 
therefore clear that over 12,000 British 
troops borne on the Indian establish- 
ment had been transferred direct from 
India to South Africa, while 3,000 
Natives on the same establishment had 
been used to relieve British troops in 
Crown Colonies. But in addition to 
that, heavy inroads had been made on 
the native troops borne on the Indian 
establishment for service in China, 
Certainly the cost of such forces ought 
to be borne on the Home and Colonial 
establishment. No less than 16,300 men 
had been taken for service in China so 
that during the two years no less than 
30,000 troops had been bodily transferred 
from the Indian to the Home and 
Colonial establishment. He believed he 
was right in saying, on the authority of 
the noble Lord the Secretary of State for 
India, that 32,200 was the high-water 
mark during 1900. These forces, how- 
ever, Were not in any way included in 
the Vote now being taken for the Home 
and Colonial contingent. The Vote, 
herefore, was misleading to the extent 
of 30,000 men. é 


Making every allowance for the 
strain of war, and for the argument 
—whatever it was worth—-that India 
had some direct or remote interest in 
| Africa, though he could never understand 
what that interest was, he would treat 
the 30,000 British and Indian troops, 
which had been used as, roughly, the 
equivalent of 20,000 British troops. alone. 
| If they were still to be stationed in India, 
and used in the way they had been, they 
ought to form part of the general defence 
of the Empire, and be formally voted in 
future under Vote A. It was manifestly 
unjust that troops which had been taken 
|away from India for over two years, 
and used for purposes for which alone 
the Home and Colonial establishment 
was voted, should ever again form 4 
permanent charge upon India. The 
question then immediately arose, 
whether the men borne on the Indian 
establishment were really necessary to 


the defence of India. If he believed 
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they were, he should have had nothing 
to say on the present occasion, but he 
submitted that if at a time of domestic 
stress in India, with famine and plague 
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rampant, at a time when vast military | 


responsibilities were straining the re- 
sources of the whole Empire, it was safe 
tostrip India of 30,000 troops, then the 
cost of those troops or their equivalent 
ought never again to be imposed on 
Indian expenditure as being needed for 
Indian defence. It would be easy for 
the War Office to absorb 20,000 of the 
British troops in India into the Home 
and Colonial establishment by some 
special treatment. The point must be 
of some importance in view of the debates 
which had taken place with regard to 
recruiting, in which appalling statements 
had been made as to the number of 
deaths of young fellows in India and the 
difficulty of obtaining recruits to make 
up even the 420,000 men asked for. It 
would be within the knowledge of the 
House that it was in 1885, avowedly in 
consequence of the Penjdeh incident, 
and the Russian scare which ensued, 
that the Indian Army was __ in- 
creased by just the 30,000 men now 
withdrawn from the defence of India 
forthe war in South Africa. In 1885 
the establishment of the Indian Army 
was 62,829 British troops and 125,957 
natives, making roughly 189,000. In 
1886 it was raised proportionately to a 
total of 208,000, in 1887 to 219,000, 
while in 1900 owing to various causes 
into which he need not then enter, the 
strength of the Indian establishment was 
only 215,000. The actual increase, how 
ever, was 30,000, entirely due to the 
Penjdeh scare and the supposed necessity 
for defence against Russian invasion. 
Burma need not now be taken into con- 
sideration. That country was as quiet 
and settled as any part of His Majesty's 
dominions. He had travelled 12,000 
miles in Burma, and one could go into 
every corner of the country without the 
slightest risk to life or property. But 


there had been the withdrawal of this. 
increase and its transport to service in | 
distant parts of the Empire at a time | 


when Russia, if really our enemy, would 


be likeliest to make a move forward | 
That must, in fairness to, 
Lord Curzon and the Secretary of State | 
Empire generally, to the saving of the 


upon India. 


for India, who consented to the removal, 


{7 Marcu 1902} 


Estimates. 750 
be treated as a declaration that the 
danger which added the 30,000 to the 


Indian Army had entirely disappeared. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am 
afraid the hon. Member must not allude 
to the troops in His Majesty’s Indian 
dominions, because they are expressly 
excluded from the Vote. 


Mr. CAINE said he was endeavouring 
to show that these 20,000 might 
safely be transferred to Vote A, and 
ought to be included in that Vote He 
would, however, leave that part of the 
subject. It was quite certain that 
Russian statesmen, if they ever had 
designs.on India in the past, which he 
greatly doubted, had been driven to 
abandon those designs as without the 
range of practical politics in view of 
their new and vast interests in Siberia 
and the Far East. We had ourselves 
admitted this by our recent alliance 
with Japan, and Russia admitted it by 
the fact that there had not been the 
slightest evidence of unrest on the 
Afghan and Russian frontiers during 
the last three years. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War, in his masterly exposition of his 
policy last Tuesday, said :-— 

“TI do not see how we can make with 
regard to India any considerable reduction in 
the Army. India will want more troops, 
rather than less. She requires more Artillery, 
and in the case of an extra expedition she 
might require assistance from home.” 

He further told the House that the in- 
crease of pay would add £786,000 to 
India’s military expenditure. If India 
wanted more troops at higher pay, the 
noble Lord the Secretary of State for 
India would find it hard to maintain his 
wonted cheerful optimism at Budget 
time. But what extraordinary language 
this appeared to homely minds like his. 
More troops for India! And this with 
30,000 taken away forover two years for 
the Home and Colonial Establishment. 
India was to have more troops, because— 

‘In case of an extra expedition she might 
require assistance from home.” 

It appeared to him that India was to 
have more troops in order that her 
Army might become more and more a 
cheap reserve force for the British 
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British pocket. For the last twenty-five 
years India had never asked for anes 
assistance from home. The Home and 
Colonial Establishment was no reserve 
force for India’s military needs ; but the 
Indian Establishment was a_ reserve 
foree for the Home and Colonial 
Establishment, and was drawn upon for 
Malta, for Abyssinnia, for China, for the 
Cape. for Jubaland, for Singapore, for 
the Mauritius, for Ceylon, and for Hong 
Kong. Sometimes this country paid for 
their use, and sometimes did not 
pay: but all the time India paid for 
recruiting, for transport, for pensions, 
and every expense of maintenance during 
peace. It was time the House and this 
country should face this abominable 
imposition upon the poorest of the 
dependencies of the Empire, and insist 
upon some equitable readjustment of 
the crushing military burden which 
England imposed upon the miserable 
and starving people of India. Last year 
a halting, tardy, and insufficient act of 
restitution was made to India to the 
extent of a quarter of a million per 
annum as a transfer of items of expendi- 
ture of which India had been plundered 
for twenty years past, which from the 
Ist of April last would be charged to 
the British Exchequer instead of the 
Indian Exchequer, though the House 
refused, by a majority of about two to 
one, his invitation on the Budget night 
to disgorge the arrears of these admitted 
plunders. He hoped that next year the 
House would do an act of simple justice 
by equitably readjusting the imposition 
under which India suffered by being 
compelled to maintain in her establish- 
ment 30,000 troops which were neither 
more nor less than a reserve force to the 
Home and Colonial Establishment which 
the House was now asked to vote. He 
invited the noble Lord the Secretary of 
State for India or the Secretary of State 
for War to justify the employment for 
so long a period of 30,000 troops the 
cost of which was borne on Indian 
Estimates for purposes exclusive'y Home 
and Colonial. 
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* (5.15.) Sik WILLIAM RATTIGAN 
(Lanarkshire, N.E.) said he rose with the 
diffidence that any one must naturally feel 
who essayed to address this House for the 
first time; but. as one who had spent 
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many years of his lifein India, he desired 
to offer a few observations for the con- 
sideration of the House on the proposals 
or suggestions—he hardly knew which 
to call them, as he had withdrawn his 
Motion — of the hon. Member for 
Camborne. The hon. Member was well 
known, both inside and outside of this 
House, for the watchful interest he took 
in all questions affecting our Indian 
Empire, and he felt sure that in bringing 
forward these proposals or suggestions 
the hon. Member believed that he was 
working in the direction which was best 
calculated to be of advantage to the 
people of India, and if he could bring 
himself to believe that his Motion—if he 
might call it a Motion, for he hardly 
knew what to call it—would have this 
effect, he would most willingly support 
him. He could not, however, honestly 
feel that it would have any such effect, 
or was likely to have any such effect. 
He felt that if the House were to adopt 
these suggestions, they would not only 
fail to promote the interests of the people 
of India, but they would be detrimental 
to the peace and good government of the 
country and dangerous to the safety of 
their Empire in the East. It had been 
said, and rightly said, that our rule in 
India must rest more On the foundation 
of the justice and purity of our admin's- 
tration than upon force. When, however, 
they spoke of India, hon. Members should 
not forget that they spoke of a vast 
continent possessing a population of 
nearly 300 million souls--a population 
composed of diverse races having no 
common traits or aspirations and differing 
from each other in everything that 
distinguished one people from another in 
physique, religion, laws, customs, and 
usages. Therefore, he submitted that in 
considering this suggestion to reduce the 
Army in India by 20,000 men— 


* THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : This is 
not a Vote to reduce the Indian Army 
by 20,000 men. It does not apply to 
the Indian Army, and that is strictly 
excluded. The hon. Member, theretore, 
will not be in order in alluding to the 
Indian Army. 


*Sir WILLIAM RATTIGAN said he 
was alluding to the British portion of 
the Indian Army. 
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Mr. CAINE: I have not moved my 


Resolution, and there is no Motion before 
the Committee. 


*Sir WILLIAM RATTIGAN said that 
it appeared to him, from what had been 
suggested by the hon. Member for Cam- 
borne, that in the opinion of the hon. 
Member the Indian Army was larger 
than what was required for the defence 
of India. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: This 
Vote does not include any payment for 
the Indian Establishment at all, whether 
for white or native troops. The India 
Army is paid by the Indian Government, 
and it is not included in this Vote. 
Therefore the hon. Member will not be in 
order in referring to the troops in India. 
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* Sir WILLIAM RATTIGAN, continu. 
ing, said the suggestion at all events that 
because some 20,000 or more men from 
the British Army in India were em- 
ploved in South Africa or elsewhere, 
the permanent strength of the British 
Army employed in India should be 
reduced by a corresponding number of 
men, was one which he could not accept. 
He could not admit the force of the 
argument that because in a time of 
great einergency a requisition was made 
upon the British garrison in India to 
supply a need for troops in another part 
of our dominions, that therefore the 
number of men who were so employed 
should be regarded as not needed in 
India, and should be permanently with- 
drawn from the British garrison in India 
aiter the emergency which caused their 
withdrawal had ceased to exist. A 
pressing danger in one part of our 
dominions might at a particular 
time justify the requisition of troops 
from the British garrison in India, 
but that did not prove that the normal 
strength of the Indian garrison 
was beyond the requirements of India. 
It should be remembered that they had 
very powerful neighbours upon their 
north-western border, whose restless 
activity required to be kept in check by 
acounter demonstration of force equal 
to any that could be advanced against 
us. This was especially so at this 
moment, when a telegraphic communica 
tion had informed them that the con- 
dition of Afghanistan was such as to 
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give “need for watchfulness and for an 
intelligent anticipation of possible con- 
tingencies.’ The whole suggestion to 
reduce the British garrison in India 
depended, in short, upon the question 
whether that garrison was or was not 
more than sufficient for its potential 
duties. The present garrison in India 
was fixed at its present figure— 


Estimates. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
Member would not be in order in dis- 
cussing that question, as the Resolution is 
limited in its scope. 


*Sir WILLIAM RATTIGAN said he 
would conclude by asking the House, in 
consideration of the peculiar condition of 
India and the possible contingencies 
which might any day arise in that 
country, to reject the proposal of the 
hon. Member for Camborne. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): Upon a point of order, 
Mr. Jeffreys, may I ask whether a 
discussion on the point to which the 
last speaker addressed his remarks is 
in order. Certain observations have 
been made which I should like to 
answer, but which it is impossible for me 
to answer without going into questions 
affecting the military establishment in 


India. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I have 
no hesitation in saying that a great deal 
of the speech of the hon. Member for 
North-East Lanark was out of order, 
but being a new Member, | did not like 
to stop him altogether. I rule that it is 
out of order to discuss Indian affairs on 
this Vote. 


*(5.27.) Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, West- 
bury) said that in consequence of the 
ruling which had just been given, instead 
of discussing the Indian Establishment, 
he would make some remarks upon the 
scheme laid before the House by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
state for War. There was a remark 
which fell from his hon. friend the 
Member for Fareham at the beginning 
of his interesting speech, in which he 
congratulated the Committee upon the 
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fact that this discussion was being 
carried on without any party spirit, 
and he thought that was a healthy and 
satisfactory sign. Although he agreed 
with the hon. Member that party spirit 
should be eliminated, he could not help 
thinking that what the hon. Gentleman 
held out was a very gloomy prospect for 
the future. He told the Committee that 
in his opinion the expenditure upon the 
Army would not decrease, and would 
probably increase, and he advocated 
boldly a continued increased expenditure 
upon the Navy. If that was the policy 
of the Party of Army Reform in this 
House, he for one wished to enter an 
emphatic protest against any such 
policy. He infinitely preferred the 
policy laid before the Committee in 
the luminous and altogether admirable 
speech addressed to the Committee by 
his hon. friend the junior Member for 
Oldham last night. He agreed with 
the hon. Member, because he saw in the 
scheme of the right hon. Gentleman, 
which they were now discussing, the 
elements of the prospect of future 
economy, and it was on that account 
that he for one joined with his hon. 
friend in congratulating the Secretary 
of State with all his heart upon the 
scheme which he had laid before the 
Committee. He did not know in what 
spirit the right hon. Gentleman would 
accept the criticisms which had been 
levelled at his head from the Bench 
behind him at a late hour last night. 
They were, at any rate, delivered in 
no hostile spirit, but both they and the 
speech of his right hon. friend the 
Member for the Forest of Dean gave the 
final knock-down blow to two, if he 
might so call them, fallacies which up 
to the present had existed—the one 
being the possibility of conscription ; 
and the other, the existence, even on 
paper, of the six Army Corps which the 
right hon. Gentleman suggested as 
being possible last year. He would not 
pursue any further the possibility or 
impossibility of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s scheme of last year. He believed 
the six Army Corps that were then laid 
down as being the foundation of the 
scheme were as dead today as Queen 
Anne, and he would proceed at once to 
offer a few remarks on the scheme they 
had now to discuss. 
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He believed the present scheme to 
be an entirely different and separate 
scheme from the one of last year. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that the 
six Army Corps held the field. He 
believed when the demobilised Army came 
home from South Africa the right hon. 
Gentleman would find it no more 
possible to animate or re-animate the six 
Army Corps than when the scheme was 
first introduced last year. The scheme 
at present went far, if not the whole 
way, to justify the contention of his right 
hon. friend the Member for the Forest 
of Dean that the English Army should, 
so far as it was possible, be divided into 
two parts—one for foreign service and 
the other for home service. They had, 
under this scheme, double enlistment, 
which would provide a short service 
Army for home defence, and a long 
service Army for garrison and colonial 
duty abroad. For himself, he would go 
further than the right hon. Gentleman 
in his short service proposals. He be- 
lieved if enlistment were for one year 
rather than three, the recruits wanted 
for the home Army would be obtained, 
and there would pass through the ranks 
a greater number of the youth of the 
country. They would have the advantage 
of the healthy discipline which even 
twelve months of military training 
carried with it, and they would draft 
them at once into the Reserve, which, 
under the suggested system of his right 
hon. friend, would necessarily grow 
larger and larger as years passed, and 
would be larger than under the sug- 
gested scheme of the Secretary of State 
for War. That Reserve would be 
brought out occasionally, say every two 
years, for a few weeks in order to see 
that the men had not forgotten what 
they learned during their twelve months 
in barracks. There was much that was 
valuable in the suggestions made by his 
hon. friend the junior Member for Old- 
ham, when he told the Committee that in 
these days the same precision of military 
drill was not wanted as twenty years 
ago. What was wanted wasindividual in- 
dependence of judgment and greater per 
sonal qualities than ever before were asked 
from the British soldier. Where was 
that individual judgment to be obtained ? 


It was not to be obtained in the barrack 
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square or in the strict discipline of regi- 
mental life. It was to be obtained, if 
obtained at all, in the battle of life outside 
the barrack square, and in the struggle 
for existence which the poor of this 
country had to carry on. If we would 
pass through the short service system as 
many men as we could, and turn them 
back again into civilian life, we would 
provide the nucleus of an Army for 
home defence which would be sufficiently 
large in time of peace, and in time of 
national danger might be expanded 
by including within it the huge 
Reserve which had passed through the 
Army. He would, however, join with 
his right hon. friend inthe wish that in 
any extension of this principle of short 
service the Cavalry arm, the Mounted 
arm, the Artillery, and the Engineers 
might not be included. 


Although there was a great deal of 
which the Committee would approve in 
the scheme of the right hon. Gentleman, 
he could not help thinking that, to a con- 
siderable extent, the right hon. Gentleman 
had missed what had been called the les- 
sons of the warin South Africa. It was 
common knowledge to every Member of 
the House that it was asserted on every 
platform at the last election that we would 
not forget the lessons of the war and the 
necessary reform of the Army. He re- 
collected that an influential magazine in 
the middle of the year 1900 established 
an association which included among its 
members distinguished names on every 
side of politics, and insisted upon remem- 
bering the so-called lessons of the war. 
He admitted that there must be differ- 
ences of opinion upon what those lessons 
were, but the only one which the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to have learned 
was that we must have a larger Army 
in this country, both for home and for 
foreign service. He demurred entirely 
to that proposition. What was wanted, 
if he might say so, was an efficient Army 
and not alarge Army. There were un- 
doubtedly lessons to be learned which 
seemed to have been forgotten in the 
scheme before the Committee. The first 
lesson was the absolute necessity of giving 
every encouragement to voluntary effort. 
He was not exaggerating when he 
asserted that had it not been for the 
gallant response of our Yeomanry and 
Volunteers, and also our Colonial forces, 
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the war in South Africa might have had 
very different results than at the present 
moment it had had. In South Africa 
we had had from the Volunteers alone 
no less than 17,341 men. We had 5,400 
Volunteers at the present moment in 
South Africa. We had at present in 
this country 288,612 Volunteers. which 
was an increase in the last ten years of 
over 66,000. The Committee was well 
aware of the increase there had been in 
the Yeomanry. In the face of what he 
thought was the all important fact that 
this voluntary effort should be in every 
possible way encouraged, the right hon. 
Gentleman—it was a slip, but a_ slip 
none the less unfortunate—came down 
to the House the other afternoon and 
made criticisms and jokes at the ex- 
pense of the Volunteer force, and 
although he had, to a certain extent 
explained these away, nevertheless 
the sting remained, and he for one 
was afraid that the damage had been 
done. His right hon. friend the Member 
for the Forest of Dean, and also the 
Member for Fareham, laid the greatest 
possible stress upon the necessity oi in- 
creasing the regular mobile forces. That, 
to his thinking, was the second important 
lesson of the war, but now, in the third 
year that the war had been going on, 
when it was common knowledge to every 
member of the Committee that if we 
had had a sufficiency of mounted men 
in South Africa there would not have 
been a Magersfontein or a Colenso, there 
was no proposal before the Committee or 
the country that there should be any 
permanent increase in the Mounted 
Infantry arm. He would join most 
heartily with his right hon. friend in 
pressing on the Government the absolute 
necessity of forming a mounted infantry 
brigade or division, which should be a 
permanent addition to the military 
forces of the country. He would only 
say in conclusion that in the main he 
wished to give the scheme of the right 
hon. Gentleman his hearty support, and 
he cordially joined in the almost 
unanimous chorus of congratulations 
which had been offered to him from 
every quarter of the House. 


* (5.43.) Mason SEELY (Isle of Wight) 
said the subject of our military policy 
had engaged his attention for many 
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years, and recently he had had oppor- | 
tunity to study its results. In the. 
admirable and lucid speech of his hon. 
friend the Member for the Westbury | 
Division of Wiltshire, there was | 
much with which he thought everyone 
in the House would agree. For instance, | 
his desire that the home defence Army 
should receive a short training should | 
meet with the cordial assent of almost | 
every Member of the House. Taking 
them in the main, the proposals with 
regard to the Regular Army had 
his support. He considered that the 
addition to the pay of the soldiers of the 
Regular Army was urgently required ; 
apart from the relief it might bring to the 
recruiting difficulty, it would probably not 
involve us in much extra expenditure, 
because there would be so many fewer 
men who would have to leave the service 
atter only a few weeks or months. 
But when we came to the larger aspect 
of the question, and asked ourselves what 
was the effect on our armed strength 
of the military policy as pursued in 
past vears, and as to be pursued 
according to this scheme, our position 
must be viewed with the gravest concern. 
He had listened to every speech delivered 
in the debate, and he was bound to say 
that he would never have supposed that 
any one who was :ddressing the Commit- 
tee was aware that we were engaged ina 
war in South Africa, orthat this war 
had shown that there was any deficiency 
in our arrangements in any respect. He 
thought that certain lessons to be de- 
rived fromthe war were so manifestly 
true that hon. Members on all sides of 
the House would agree to them. Firstly, 
that the Regular Army was as good 
as we thought it was, and even better. 
He was only a young soldier, but he had 
had the privilege of serving in the field 
side by side with the Regular Army for 
a vear and a half, and he therefore could 
fully appreciate their services. Of course, 
everv human institution had its faults, 
but he maintained that the Army in 
South Africa had shown itself as good as, 
and better than, any other Army which 
had been put into the field. But the 
second lesson was this—it had been 
proved beyond doubt that the Army, 
which we rightlyso much admired, was not 
capable—not assuredly from lack of gal- 
lantry or efficiency, but from lack of num- 
Major Seely. 
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bers—of defeating a force of 100,000 irreg- 
ular troops. That it would have done so in 
the end, though at tremendous sacrifice, 
was possible ; but that was the most that 
could be said. And yet we were now com- 


| mitted to the same methods—methods 


by which the reserve of trained men 


| produced was so small that we had been 


forced to send untrained men, men who 
could not shoot, to fight our battles 
in this war. What would occur if We 
engaged a Kuropean Power? 

He was aware that these were not 
popular views, and that it was the fashion 
nowadays to endeavour to forget all the 
past. He did not forget. Were we to 
continue to drift on in this direction ? 
It might be said he was speaking from 
the point of view of a young enthusiast, 
but others older and wiser than he saw 
the same danger. He was not in 
England at the time the Prime 
Minister of England, speaking on the 
9th May, 1900, after going carefully 
through the possibilities and probabilities 
of foreign combinations, and after survey- 
ing the temper of mind of foreign nations, 
pointed out that, in his judgment, the 
situation was grave in the extreme. He 
told us that unless we were prepared to 
do as other nations had done, and taught 
our people at least to shoot—that unless 
we were prepared to take a leaf out of 
the book of the Swiss—we would be 
at a great disadvantage. He did not 
suppose that the Prime Minister of this 
country spoke those words without deep 
thought, or that he wished to create an 
impression without a desire that some- 
thing should be done to remedy existing 
deficiencies. But so far as could be ob- 
served, nothing had been done, and in 
the scheme which the Secretary of State 
for War had put before the House and 
the country, no provision had been 
made for meeting that manifest difficulty. 
The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
had acknowledged that this war had 
assumed larger dimensions than had 
ever been anticipated. That was true; 
but he would suggest that that was the 
way with all wars. Asa great captain of 
war once said, there was no such thing as 
alittle war. It was assumed that this was 
an exceptional occurrence, and that we 
would not go to war with a white nation 
under similar circumstances. To assume 
that ; was a fatal mistake, the possibility 
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that we might be engaged in war on 
land again was well worthy of con- 
sideration. This much was certain—if we 
went to war with another white people, 
it would be an infinitely greater under- 
taking, both on land and sea, than that 
in which we were now engaged. 


He had referred to the Prime Minister as 
one of those who considered the situation 
grave. He would refer to one other 
Gentleman who had been frequently re- 
ferred to in the course of these debates. 
When in the heat of the war fervour it was 
decided that something should be done 
to reform the War Office, Mr. Clinton- 
Dawkins was selected as Chairman of 
the Committee to conduct the inquiry, 
and no one could deny his great ability 
and the labour which he had devoted to 
that inquiry. But, speaking with ali the 
knowledge he had acquired, that gentle- 
man, too, said that he considered our 
present military position as grave in the 
extreme, and that a case had been made 
out for attempting to increase our force 
of trained men. The war had taught 
us a third lesson, which might help 
to get us those trained men. He 
thought that we might say without 
fear of contradiction that it had been 
proved that what made a soldier was 
not length of training, but courage, 
common sense, discipline, and the readi- 
ness of the men—to use a popular phrase 
—to play the game. But all these 
qualities would be vain unless the men 
could shoot straight. He submitted that 
it would be worth the while of the War 
Office to make an effort to teach our 
people to shoot. That was by no means 
difficult. For his own part, he had en- 
deavoured to bring this matter before 
his constituents, and had offered to pro- 
vide rifles for members of rifle clubs; 
and in every district of his constituency 
men had come forward to form these 
rifle clubs. 


private effort alone, some public effort 


should be made to get every adult | 


in the country to learn to shoot, as 
was the case hundreds of years ago. 
An hon. Member had asked 
about the rifle ranges. He answered 
that that problem was solved by shooting 
with Morris tubes. He contended that, 
speaking from the point of view of 
shooting an enemy, as much could be 
learnt by practice with Morris tubes as in 
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firing with rifles at a long range. The 
problem was to learn to sight correctly 
and to know the range. ‘To sight cor- 
rectly could be learned by the use of the 
Morris tubes, but judging distances could 
never be learned by practice on a range. 
He knew full well that after having 
taught the men to shoot, everything had 
not been done. We must organise and 
equip. But we need not ask our people 
to gointo barracks. We were all proud to 
acknowledge what had been achieved 
by the Imperial Light Horse, by the New 
Zealanders and the Australians, who had 
never been in barracks. If the people of 
this country were plainly told of their 
danger, that we did not intend in any 
other war to put men into battle array 
who could not shoot, he was perfectly 
certain that they would agree to what 
was asked of them. It might be said that 
this wasan immense scheme. He had gone 
through the accounts of various small 
nationalities which were less liable to 
attack by foreign Armies than we were, 
notably the Swiss and the Swede, and he 
found that, taking their total strength 
of armed and trained men, the cost of 
each soldier was from £2 10s. to £4 
ayear. It should be realised that this 
nation would never be safe until we had 
two million men who could shoot. From 
the figures he had given it would be seen 
that the cost to us need not be great; 
and surely, after all, we could make the 
same personal self-sacrifice as the people 
of Switzerland or of Sweden. 


(5.59.) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BAN- 
NERMAN (Stirling Burghs): The 
interest of this debate and of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War’s statement centres principally 
in his proposals as to the terms of service 
and the payment of our soldiers. These 
are the two changes which he proposes 
to introduce, which are of supreme im- 
|portance. Perhaps it is not correct to 
speak of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
| proposals as a scheme, because when the 
| word “scheme "is used, something more 
elaborateis rather expected. The pro- 
posals which the right hon. Gentleman 
| submitted last year were more, according 
'to my idea, of a scheme, because they 
| brought the Army into a new form, and 
| were altogether of a much more ambi- 
tious and elaborate character than this. 
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I do not say this with the view of in the 
least degree depreciating the importance 
of the proposals the right hon. Gentle- 
man now makes, because I can see that 
their importance is very great indeed. 
But this year, as last,a very remarkable 
omission has been made. There is 
no case made out for his proposals. He 
has not shown that these proposals are 
necessary. I will explain what [| mean 
as I goon. Last year, when there was 
the same omission, I found it to be 
my duty to propose an Amendment to 
the proposal of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, in which I alleged that the Army 
Corps system which he created might 
be burdensome to the country and would 
not be suitable for the purposes of this 
country in time of war. That assertion I 
did not hear any attempt to meet. There 
was no attempt to prove the necessity of 
maintaining six Army Corps in this 
country. In the same way this year 
the right hon. Gentleman has laid down 
a certain establishment which he says 
he will require in the future, and has 
named a certain number of recruits 
which he will require to keep that 
establishment in efficiency. He has not 
given us any reasons for the figures 
which he quotes, or stated the purposes 
for which that establishment will be 
required. There is a tendency in all 
these matters, to which I was glad to 
hear the hon. Member for Oldham refer 
last night, a tendency to imitation—in 
fact, to slavish imitation—of foreign 
nations. The hon. Member referred to 
strange caps which we see on our way 
down to the House; but things have 
gone a great deal further than he thinks 
—but for this the right hon. Gentleman 
is not responsible—for this morning on 
looking out of my window I saw that 
even the scavengers employed by the 
vestry of Westminster were wearing 
Russian caps. I am far from being a 
straight-laced, strict Britisher, seeing no 
good in anything in any other country. 
At the same time, I would not go to the 
opposite extreme and say everything in 
other countries ought to be introduced 
here. 

My impression is that in setting up a 
cast-iron Army Corps system, and in many 
other respects imitating other countries, 
we unfortunately copy institutions or 
arrangements of other nations which are 
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based upon their unfortunate necessities 
—necessities from which we enjoy an im- 
munity that they can only envy. [ 
venture to say that if we could imagine 
some sudden change, some geographical 
upheaval, which would transform some 
great Continental Power into a nation 
situated as we are, with a convenient 
streak of sea around it and endowed 
with maritime commerce and habits, the 
very first thing they would do would be 
to abolish conscription, which is supposed 
by some to be such an unmitigated 
blessing ; they would slacken and lighten 
their organisation, and they would ease 
themselves of the heavy burden of 
armaments under which they groan. 
And yet we are gradually being 
persuaded, or persuading ourselves, to 


slip into the very evils which they 
suffer from; although we _ might 
perfectly well do without them. These 


military nations are supposed to enjoy 
great advantages in their national 
character because of so much military 
control and discipline, and so forth. 
I believe that is entirely the argument 
of the fox which has lost its tail. They 
persuade themselves and the world that 
that is so; but if they could, they would 
demilitarise themselves and direct their 
energies into a far more useful channel. 
And yet we copy them. This is an old 
story, but itis worth while reverting 
to it from time to time. It would not 
be hurtful to us to have these things 
pinned up on our walls, that we might 
see them while we are dressing in the 
morning. 


Sir, what are the purposes for 
which we want a warlike force? First 
of all, we must have the command of 
the sea. There is no question through- 
out the whole country on that subject. 
Then we must have a sufficient defence 
of these shores against invasion, which 
can be only a limited invasion, and, 
therefore, would require a comparatively 
limited defence. Then we have to 
garrison India and certain colonial 
fortresses and possessions and stations 
which are necessary for the protection 
of trade routes and of the countries 
for which we are responsible all over 
the world. And then we require a 
well-equipped force for the purpose 
of striking a blow in any part 
of the world where this might be 
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required. For the purposes so described 
] believe the people of this country would 
grudge no expense whatever to secure— 
shall I use the word the hon. Member 
for Oldham thinks I may be sensitive 
about !—efficiency. The reason I dis- 
claimed the word last night when he 
referred to it was that I prefer the thing 
efficiency to the word efficiency. I am 
afraid if we talk too much of the word 
we may sometimes lose hold of the 
thing. We last year adopted a system, at 
the instance of the right hon. Gentleman, 
which for all the purposes I have named 
does no good whatever; and the right 
hon. Gentleman, when he answered 
an imaginary challenge in his speech to 
show us something by way of progress 
with the Army Corps, was only able to 
point to the activity at Aldershot, which 
would be just as full of troops and of 
activity if there had been no Army Corps 
at all. He also referred to erection of 
barracks, an important matter, but not 
one which without other appurtenances 
conduces very much to the security or 
efficiency of the military defence. Here 
again we can point to the same omission 
to which I have already referred—the 
omission to prove any necessity. The 
right hon. Gentleman says we must have 
250,000 men, including India, and that 
this will require 50,000 recruits a year. 
There is a proverb that we are all familiar 
withabout cutting acoat according to your 
cloth, and it is very true. I suppose it 
means that, when you have designed the 
size and fashion of your coat, you should 
consider whether you have material 
enough to make it. That is very necessary 
in Army matters as well asin others. But 
[am not sure that it is not quite as true 
to say that you should cut your cloth 
according to your coat—that is to say, 
you should make up your minds what 
your coat is to be and then cut no more 
material out of your web than is necessary 
for the purposes of the coat. There is 
where the right hon. Gentleman has not 
shown us his case. 


For what purposes do we want 
this precise numberof men, which 
involyes, as he says, 50,000 recruits in a 
year! I am not sure I am not coming 
to somewhat disputable ground, but it 
cannot be helped. It does not require 
much penetration to see that it depends 
upon South Africa. That is a 
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factor which is at present vague 
and indeterminate, and this is one 


of the reasons why, notwithstanding the 
impatience of the hon. and_ gallant 
Gentleman who has just sat down, so 


‘little has been done to improve the 


Army. The middle of a great war is 
not really the time to select for the de- 
termination of the establishment and 
organisation of your future Army. 
There are more considerations than one 
derived from the same source and lead- 
ing to the same conclusion. First of all, 
as we are constantly told, the full energies 
of the right hon. Gentleman and his 
Department ought to be engaged in, and 
devoted to, the war, and they ought not 
to be deeply absorbed in these very 
intricate and complicated and trouble- 
some problems of the future. Then 
there is another argument, which I 
think is a strong one, that we ought to 
consider very deliberately what we are 
pleased to call the lessons of the war, 
and that the results of the experience of 
the war will not be safely ascertained 
until the war is over. A hasty conclusion 
as to what has been proved in the war 
may lead you very far astray. You 
must be careful not to mistake some 
peculiar and individual necessity that 
you have had to encounter for a per- 
manent necessity which will not occur 
on another occasion. The character of 
the country, the character of your foe, 
the whole circumstances, may never 
repeat themselves; and therefore I 
think it is better, if it can be avoided, 
not to anticipate the end of the war by 
conclusions as to your future needs. 


I will take an instance which I think the 
Committee will appreciate. The right 
hon. Gentleman said something of the 
purchase of horses and the arrangements 
he is going to make for obtaining 
remounts in the future—a most im- 
portant question ; and there is no doubt 
that the arrangements must be better, 
and on an improved scale, than they 
have been inthe past. But what is he 
going todo? In an excess of energy 
arising from the recent disclosures— 
which have astonished, I have no doubt. 
himself as well as many others—he is 
going to plant, as I understand, retired 
officers all over the world. The right 
hon. Gentleman is going to send these 
retired officers to cope with the horse 
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dealers. To cope with horse dealers is a 
serious undertaking. The purchase of 
horses is rather a business matter than 
a question involving military discipline 
or even cavalry training. You will find, 
no doubt, a Captain Hartigan at every 
fair in the world. I am not sure 
that that is not rather overdoing the 
thing. And then, why so many horses 
for normal wants? This is a war which 
has required horses and mules and 
draught animals to an extent that can 
hardly recur in any other possible war 
in which we may be engaged. I merely 
quote this as an instance of the exagger- 
ation and error into which it would be 
possible for us to fall if, on the first blush 
of the thing, when we first discover a 
deficiency, before the war is over, we 
rush into some new proposal. That is 
the next reason why | think you should 
wait for the end of the war before com- 
ing to any considerable conclusion. 


But my last and principal reason is—we 
want to know what is to be the require- 
ment imposed on the British Army in 
South Africa when the war is over. 
This would surely most materially affect 
the establishment you require ; and here 
comes in, I am afraid, the question of 
high policy. ‘ Policy,” Mr. Disraeli said, 
“ governs armaments.” It governs your 
war expenditure. If you had begun, 
and if you are going to end, your war in 
South Africa in such a way as to leave 
behind it a perfectly harmonious state of 
feeling, founded on a mutual understand- 
ing between mutually respecting com- 
batants, then you would require, in my 
opinion, a comparatively small garrison 
in South Africa. But if you are going 
on as you have announced with your 
policy of unconditional surrender to the 
end, then you will have to maintain a 
huge force in South Africa, and you will 
practically have to set yourselves for 
many years, perhaps for a generation or 
two, to hold down the European popu- 
lation in South Africa by force of arms. 
That is a thing which I believe this 
country cannot undertake and cannot 
do for very shame; and if that is to be 
in any degree the cause of the increased 
establishment and this increased demand 
for troops, then I say that I, although 
willing to vote anything reasonable 
for the military necessities of the 
country, cannot, in my heart at least, 
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acquiesce in any such proposal. I should 
be glad to have it proved to me by the 
right hon. Gentleman that that is not 
the case. I should be glad if he is able 
to tell us that it is perfectly irrespective 
of the necessities of the future of South 
Africa that this permanent addition to 
expenditure is being made. I shall be 
delighted to hear it. But if it is not so, 
I must disclaim, as I always have dis. 
claimed, any responsibility for the war 
itself; any responsibility for the expen- 
diture and administrative embarrass- 
ments which may follow. If the right 
hon. Gentleman will tell us what is the 
estimate of our requirements, on which 
he bases this establishment, I shall not 
be at all unreasonable in the matter, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman made 
out a case for what he proposes, I should 
raise no objection; but I think the 
House of Commons and the country are 
entitled to know how many men are 
required for this purpose and for that. 
And see how this affects the particular 
vase of India. 


I understood the right hon. Gentleman 
to say in his speech yesterday, in 
regard to this large additional expendi- 
ture that is to be imposed on India, that 
India has been informed, but has not 
yet consented toit—that the answer has 
not yet been received. Three-quarters 
of a million! Well, if it is the case, as I 
surmise—and I shall be happy to be 
proved to be wrong—that this is neces- 
sitated by our having to retain a great 
force in South Africa, what answer can 
be made to the people of India when 
they say, “ What have we to do with 
that?” The relations in the matter of 
military expenditure between India and 
the Imperial Government are very com- 
plicated and very delicate. I used, 
twenty years ago, to be more familiar 
with the immediate circumstances than 
I am now ; but I remember that, having 
to take some part in fighting the battle 
for the Imperial Government, we used to 
use an argument which seemed a very 
plausible one then—that we were both 
partners in this matter, and that the 
fact of our having to garrison India 
greatly increased the cost of the training 
of the troops, and, therefore, that India 
must consider that, and consider, above 
all, that she could draw in her necessity 
on the whole military force of the 





whi 


says 
how 
he 

shot 
eac] 
tabl 


wha 
mak 


into 
wit] 
in fi 
I at 


168 
uld 
the 
not 
ble 
ive 
ith 

to 


SO, 
dis- 
var 
en- 
1Ss- 
zht 
the 
ich 
not 
er, 
ade 
uld 
the 
are 
are 
at. 
lar 


1an 

in 
idi- 
hat 
not 
has 
ers 
s I 

be 
eS- 
eat 


en 
ith 

of 
ind 
ym- 
ed, 
iar 
lan 
ing 
tle 
| to 
ery 
oth 
the 
dia 
ing 
dia 
ove 
ity 
the 


{7 Marcu 1902} Estimates. 770 


Empire—that we were, in fact, main- | option of changing to another condition 
taining a reserve for her. But now,!ifthe man likes. I have often stated, 
after the experience of the last few years, | and stated plainly, what I consider to be 
I am afraid the argument tells rather | the proper method in this country—that 
the other way, and that it is we who! with a voluntary Army gathered froma 
have been using India as a reserve, and free people you ought to make your 
that the relations between, the equi- | term of service as elastic as possible, so 
librium of the claims of the two parties | that during service a man may feel him- 
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is not by any means so stable as it was 
twenty years ago. 

Now, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman 
speaks of requiring 50,000 recruits 
a year, and at present, he says, 
we cannot expect more than 35,000. | 
The numbers, I think, have shown con- 
siderable elasticity apart from the natural 
enthusiasm generated by the war, be-| 
cause they have risen from 27,800 in 
1896 to 38,000 in 1898, before the war | 
began, and thento 46,700 in 1900) 
and 45,100 in 190%. I do not think 
these figures quite cover what is indi-| 
cated by the facts, because these numbers 
were obtained in spite of what I should 
have thought the almost fatal competition | 
of the Imperial Yeomanry, in which the 
very same class of man was getting five 
shillings a day while the poor Army man 
was getting only one. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): | 
The men for the Imperial Yeomanry | 
were older. 


| stop. 


self as free as is consistent with military 


discipline, and such as may not put the 


public to any unnecessary expense. When 
he has an open choice either to go or 


not, the advantages for him ought to be 


so evenly divided that by giving a little 
twist on one side or the other you can 


direct him into that channel which you 


think most necessary at the time. That 


'is the main principle we ought to follow, 


and I therefore entirely approve the 
short enlistment, provided that it is 
perfectly consistent with the working of 
the drafts for the East, and I do not see 
why any difficulty in that matter ought 


| to be felt. 
Now, I come to the pay. The 
pay is said not to be sufficient. That 


is a much more formidable matter, 


because we do not know where it may 


lead us, and where we may be able to 
It seems to me that there is a 
great deal of danger in it unless it is 
absolutely necessary. The men now 
recruited make good soldiers; they are 
not deficient in intelligence, and there is 


another consideration which ought not 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
They may have been older, but a great 
many of them were the very same class of | 


to be lost sight of, they are of small 
value as a subtraction from the produc- 
tive energy and labour of the country. 





men who would have gone into the The civil purposes of the country lose as 
Army. That shows a recruitable dis- little as possible by the employment 
position on the part of the people among principally of that class in the ranks of 
whom we gather our recruits beyond the Army, but if that class is nearly 
what is shown by the mere figures that | exhausted—I mean if we are getting as 
are quoted. The right hon. Gentleman many recruits as we are likely to get for 
says he wants 50,000. I want to know it—then what are we to do? We must 
how he makes up that 50,000. I daresay go into competition in the skilled labour 
he will say to build up his 250,000.. I| market. If you go into competition in 
should like to know the proportions for | the skilled labour market, it is not 6d. 
each particular purpose for which the es- | or 1s. that will do you any good; you 
tablishment is required. In order to get | will have to go far beyond that; and 
his 50,000 recruits he invites us to make | that is why I say that all these charges, 
what he calls a plunge. Why should we although they are very tempting—and 
make that plunge ? But now let us see. | we all look upon them with sympathy— 
A plunge into what ? Into terms and /are rather dangerous, because you do 
into pay. On the matter of terms I am_ not know to what they may lead you. 

with the right hon. Gentleman. I am all = Then there is a further consideration. 
in favour of this short term of service— | For this increase, which the right hon. 
I am and always have been—and this | Gentleman proposes, and which I think 
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is judiciously designed, will you get more 
men? What reason has the right hon. 
Gentleman to expect that you will get 
more men? For myself, I should have 
been disposed rather to try, in the first 
place, the policy of providing greater 
comforts for the men, about which we 
heard so much from both sides of the 
House last night—better and more food, 
greater freedom of action, treatment 
more civilian, and less rigidly military. 
I should have been rather disposed to try 
what might be done by all these improve- 
ments of the personal condition and 
habits and comforts which we think 
most likely to make the service pleasing 
to those whom we enlist, before entering 
upon this question of larger pay. I 
shall be glad to know from the right 
hon. Gentleman what are the expecta- 
tions, what are the calculations, if he has 
any—of course it is very much a matter 
of conjecture—which tend to show that 
we are likely to obtain a larger number 
of recruits in consequence of the addi- 
tional pay that he proposes to give. 


I have little or nothing more to say. 
The right hon. Gentleman made some 
observations about the war, but he did 
not explain what, I think, we are entitled 
toask from him — his_ expectations 
regarding the war. He has taken money 
enough in the Estimates, I believe, for 
nine months. Will he say why that 
particular figure has been selected— 
what he considers the prospects are ? 
We do not want him to prophesy, 
because that is dangerous, but still 
he must have made some sort of an 
estimate, and it will be a_ kindly 
act, if nothing more, if he will tefl us 
what the basis of his estimate or con- 
jecture was. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that he and his colleagues have 
been thrown out by mistakes made in 
consequence of the war being so much 
greater than had been anticipated. But 
that is a very poor excuse, because it is 
their war, it is his war and his colleagues’, 
and I do not think it is quite fair for 
the right hon. Gentleman to imply that 
he has been the victim of some strange hal- 
lucinations on the part of other people. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that he 
hoped he had not shielded individuals, 
I am afraid that if I were to criticise 
him I should say he has tried some- 
times rather to shield himself. For 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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instance, in the matter of the horses | 
was astonished to hear him say, I 
thought both unkindly and unnecessarily, 
that the horses were bought in a hurry— 
there was such a pressure and such a 
great demand—but that when they got 
out to South Africa some of Lord 
Kitchener's subordinates hurried them up 
too rapidly tothe front. The haste, how- 
ever, which is the excuse in the one case, 
may readily be taken as an excuse in the 
other. 

Then there is one other thing to 
which, in conclusion, I would refer. The 
right hon. Gentleman said he had kept 
nothing back. Why, our main complaint 
is that we get practically nothing given 
to us. We get nothing but the most 
scrappy telegrams, which are generally 
inconsistent with each other and un- 
intelligible, andthe right hon. Gentleman 
and his myrmidons, including the one 
who sits beside him, have by this strange 
and—may I use the word ?—un-English 
exercise of military law, censorship, and 
all sorts of things that we are very 
ready to denounce in cther nations, 
brought about a situation in which 
there is practically no Press in South 
Africa, no public information except 
sometimes some pseudo-public infor- 
mation which comes through financial 
sources, in which, however, I do not 
place the greatest confidence. Therefore, 
though I daresay the right hon. Gentle- 
man has not intentionally kept things 
back, yet he must excuse me if I say 
there has never been a war in which 0 
little information has been given to the 
people of the country who are the most 
concerned in the matter. 


(6.37.) Mr. BRODRICK: In the 
course of the right hon. Gentle 
man’s genial speech there were a few 
observations which had something of 
the nature of the sting in the tail, and I 
would refer to those for one moment 
before I go to the portion of his argu- 
ment which more closely concerns the 
question immediately before the 
Committee. The right hon. Gentleman 
has put me in some little difficulty, 
because in one sentence he complained, 
especially with regard to the horses, that 
I was inclined to shield myself behind 
mistakes made by other people, and in 
the next he complained of the amount of 
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I information which I gave to the House. | rapid and substantial reduction of the 
I But it is really almost impossible to do | Boer forces, but we did not wish to 
y; what the right hon. Gentleman wishes | present an over-sanguine estimate to the 
" at the same time and in both capacities, House. I know the right hon. Gentle- 
® for if 1 am to give information tothe man holds with me that in the Army 
ot House, then in that case I certainly Estimates, of which he has had charge 
rd ought not to keep back, when I am | so often, it is desirable, as far as we 
up talking about our difficulties with regard possibly can, to put before the House in 
W- J to horses, that one of them is that the the first instance what are likely to be 
Be, horses have been by some persons in our requirements. That is what we 
he South Africa hurried too quickly to the have done in the present case. 
front and used up. If, on the other, When the right hon. Gentleman comes 
to | hand, I tell the right hon. Gentleman to discuss the main proposals which are 
he ff that 1 can give him no more information before the Committee, I feel it an 
ept Ff about an engagement which takes place anomaly, with the view which he takes, 
int § in South Africa than is contained inthe that I should be representing a Con- 
vel’ § telegrams which are published, if I tell servative Administration, and he a 
ost Ff him that I am giving him all the infor- Liberal Opposition. Hon. Gentlemen will 
ally mation I have myself, he responds that have heard the remarks of the right hon. 
un- | [am shielding myself at the expense of Gentleman a few minutes ago, and have 
nan fj the officers out there. Therefore, Iam noticed the delicate way in which, with- 
one | between the devil andthedeep sea. The out actually disapproving of some steps 
nge § real truth of the matter is, as regards forwarded, he pointed out that a good 
lish shielding, I have never used the expres- deal might have been done if those steps 
and sion to which the right hon. Gentleman had not been taken. and also the quiet 
ery | referred, except in this one particular. way in which he gradually poured cold 
ons, | There is no question whatever that water on any progress which has been 
hich | in reference to these charges which are| made in any direction in regard to 
uth Ff made, and to which the right hon. | assistance with the Army. 
cept [Gentleman will no doubt advert on. 
ifor- Monday next, the House has from time! gi . CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
cial Tito time made it perfectly clear that Wo no. . nue’ 
= it will ve confidence in the peal pipe it 
ore, j ment only if the Government is willing | . 7 : 
ntle- Ho take the House into its confidence in Gentleman said that I had nec shown 
ings reference to matters which have been | that this number of troops was 
h f — — at he ag ee poco han ‘necessary. That was reverting to an old 
» the aaa hield the — a Sw "¥ | speech which he made in about the year 
are ends 4 he persons concerned. | 1896, before we had added the present 
regards the campaign at this| nymber to the Army; he then got up in 
moment, the right hon. Gentleman asks | the same quiet manner and asked, “ Are 
me why I take money for eight or nine| 4) these men necessary ?” Theat wes 
the §months. The advices which reach us| jyumber of men involving far less 
entle irom South Africa certainly tend to show Artillery than we have at the present 
. few ~a with the rate at which Lord| moment, and therefore involving a 
ig of [Kitchener's operations are now proceed-| violation of his own system, for which 
andI fmg, and the very large surrenders | he and Lord Cardwell were responsible, 
ment hich have taken place during the last | of the linked battalions involving, as we 
argu f'vo months, we havea right to expect have found out in connection with 
s the ftlat long before eight or nine months | this war, the almost complete denuding 
the lave elapsed there will be a substantial | o¢ Great Britain of certain classes of 
jeman J™luction of force. 'troops. The right hon. Gentleman, 
culty, —— _ having asked before whether a force less 
ained, | Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | by 40,000than that which we are now 
3, that Of our force ? | asking for—whether we were sure that 
pehind was necessary, renews the question 
ind 12 | Mr. BRODRICK: Of our force. tonight in the same innocent manner, 
unt of Undoubtedly there has been a very | and in the same way asks us to explain 
2E2 
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again, as we explained last year, why it is 
that with the heavy calls upon us, not 
merely in South Africa, but in all parts 
of the world, it is necessary that Great 
Britain should keep upa somewhat larger 
Army than she did ten, fifteen, or twenty 
yearsago. I will answer the hon. Gentle- 
man categorically. The number of men 
now asked for is not a fancy figure. It 
is a figure which provides with a very 
small margin one battalion at home for 
one abroad, on the very system of which 
the right hon. Gentleman has long been 
the exponent in this House. We feel, 
and we have had the courage to come 
to tell the House, that we are not pre- 
pared to go on with a system which 
professes to keep one battalion at home 
and one abroad, and then constantly to 
have a surplusage abroad, and to have 
the battalions at home in a condition 
which fails to meet our requirements. 
The House, by a very large majority, last 
year vindicated the policy of the Govern- 
ment in having three Army Corps to go 
abroad. Occasions might arise, as they 
had arisen, where it was actually necessary 
to send three Army Corps abroad. That 
involved 120,000 men, and the sending 
of 120,000 men abroad meant that when 
we mobilised in South Africa two years 
ago this country was left, not entirely 
without regular troops, but so much 
denuded of regular troops, and so abso- 
lutely without any system of which to 
build up an Army to replace those men, 
that our home defences were in a 
most dangerous condition. The system 
which we have adopted will enable us at 
once, when we take three Army Corps 
away, to replace them with the necessary 
staff, a sufficient number of Regular 
troops, and a sufficient amount of Regular 
Artillery; and with the help of the 
Auxiliary forces we shall be able to build 
up complete Army Corps in the place of 
those which are taken away. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I am afraid the right hon. Gentleman 
did not quite understand my point. 
Perhaps when I speak again I had 
better be a little more acrimonious, and 
sagen he would understand me then. 
My question was this—You are now 
entering upon a scheme for better pay, 
and so forth, with a view to maintaining, 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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| not this year or next year, but perman- 
ently, a larger military establishment, 
| which involves a larger draft of recruits. 
You must therefore have formed some 
sort of estimate where that large 
establishment will be employed if re 
quired. I should like to know how 
much of this establishment it is contem- 
plated to keep in South Africa. 


Estimates. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I quite understand 
the right hon. Gentleman’s point, and | 
am coming to it. Weare providing what 
is necessary at home in order to maintain 
the Army abroad. Take the Army 
abroad. In the first place, in India we 
have at present an establishment of 
75,000 men. India requires more 
Artillery. Therefore we have to provide 
for a somewhat larger establishment in 
India. And let me say, as I am touch- 
ing upon India, that it will be grossly 
unfair to suppose that we have called 
on India in the present emergency 
without recognising that India has 
claims upon us in return. Of course 
the whole of the troops abroad who came 
from India have been placed entirely on 
the Imperial charge, and India has been 
relieved of a considerable sum in respect 
of them. And I takethis opportunity of 
saying that I think the way in which 
the Viceroy and the Commander-n- 
Chief in India have been able to meet the 
demands of the Empire, and the readiness 
with which they put their troops at our 
disposal, have shown the highest patriotic 
feeling, and, at the same time, have 
shown the intimate connection there is 
between the two Armies—the Indian 
Army and the Army at home. I fully 
recognise that we must keep up India to 
the full. The colonial garrisons have 
considerably increased in the last twenty 
years, and in South Africa the garrison 
|has somewhat increased. I am_ not 
looking at the immediate future, about 
'which I think the right hon. Gentleman 
'will not press me, but, speaking 
| generally, in all probability we mus 
| allow, at all events, a garrison of 15,000 
men for South Africa. I mean after the 
| present crisis has altogether passed away 
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force, but of the Imperial force. The 
question I would ask hon. Members to 
consider is, what has happened ? Every- 
body recognises that we must keep up 
India to the full, and our Colonial 
garrisons to the full. And I cannot 
acquiesce in keeping up only our present 
establishment, because the result of 
doing so would be that, though we might 
keep up India to the full and our Colonial 
garrisons to the full, our Army at home 
might be like a ‘“* squeezed lemon”? when 
it came to be mobilised for foreign service. 
The argument for 50,000 recruits is this. 
We cannot, of course, be certain how 
many will be ready to re-engage when 
the three years is up, but we have 
taken half to be a moderate number. 
The re-engagements in the Guards 
have largely increased, and amount to 
20 per cent., although there is noinduce- 
ment to the Guards to re-engage in the 
matter of pay; but there are induce- 
ments in other directions, because so very 
much good employment is proffered to 
men in the Guards —not merely do the 

seek for it, but the men are actually asked 
for, for police and other services, after 
their servicein the Guards. What reason, 
asks the right hon. Gentleman, have we 
for thinking that we should get the men ? 
The reasons we have thought we shall get 
the additional men are as follow: In the 
first place, recruiting has gone up so 
quickly since the three years system was 
established in the Guards that we now 
maintain 8,000 men in the Guards when 
before we barely maintained, I think it 
was, 0,700. That means we can practically 
maintain a very much larger number of 
men in the Guards by having made the 
conditions more acceptable. The other 
reason is that whereas the falling off in 
recruiting has been in the Infantry, the 
Artillery and Cavalry, who obtain 2d. a 
day more, have had excellent recruiting, 
which shows that pay, at all events, has 
something to do with it. I do not wish 
to follow the right hon. Gentleman into 
his somewhat gloomy predictions as to 
the state of affairs in South Africa if we 
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surrender. I think that would introduce 
an element of controversy into the debate 
from which, up to the present, it has been 
comparatively free. I shall be quite 
prepared to meet him on that subject on 
any future occasion. 
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Estimates. 


| But I should like to refer to one or two 


| other. suggestions which he and other 


'Members have made with reference to 
/some of the smaller points that have 
arisen during the debate. Let me make 
'this question of extra pay quite clear, 
_because it seems to me the House is 


| not quite aware of the position that non- 
/commissioned officers will be in. 
| commissioned officers will share in all the 
advantages given to the men, retaining, 
of course, their additional pay as non- 
commissioned officers. 
my hon. friend intended to ask that they 
‘should have beyond that some additional 
| pay of their own. 


Non- 


I do not think 


There is one small 
point which I forgot to mention the other 
night, and that is with regard to the 
gratuity tothe troops now servinginSouth 


Africa. This House agreed to give to the 
_ troops engaged in service in South Africa 


a gratuity at the rate of £5 aman at 
the close of the war, or at the close of 
their service. We recognise that the 
period of the war has been prolonged, 
and the strain upon the men has been 
greater, and it has been thought desir- 
able to add somewhat to that gratuity. 
What the Government propose is that 
with regard to the troops serving on the 
terms of Regular soldiers—I mean 


Regular soldiers, or Militia, or Volun- 


teers, not men serving at a higher rate of 
pay for one year’s service—where a man 
has done eighteen months service in South 
Africa by January Ist last, or completed 
eighteen months service after that period, 
he should, either from January Ist, if he 
has completed that service, or from the 
period when he does complete it, begin to 
pile up an addition to his gratuity ; that 
he should get 5s. a month added to his 
gratuity, beginning from January Ist, and 
should receive it in addition to the £5 
whenever his services cease to be required. 
That will be applicable to the Militia 
regiments who are now coming home for 
such period of service as they gave after 
January Ist, and it will also be applicable 
to the Reserves and to the Regular 
troops. 

One word with regard to what has been 
said in respect of horses. I only wish to 
correct the idea of the right hon. 
Gentleman that we are appointing 
hastily. and in a panic, remount officers 
all over the globe. All I said was that 


| we feel it necessary to keep touch with 
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the Continental markets, and that, 
having regard to our experience, is 
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extremely wise, and I think the House ’ 


will agree with this proposal. My hon. 
friend the hon. Member for Fareham, 
who made some observations which I 
think he was fully justified in making, 
and who did not go to the length of 
claiming me as a convert to his views 
because he admitted he believed I held 
them all the time, told us with great 
force that he would like to see us keep 
one Army Corps in South Africa for the 
benefit of their training. Let me repeat 
what I said last year—that if we unneces- 
sarily keep a single battalion abroad we 
impose a severe strain on the officers and 
men of that battalion. Already the period 
of service does not enable the men to have 
a long time at home, and when hon. 
Gentlemen talk of making South Africa 
a training and manceuvre ground for our 
troops I think they sometimes forget 
the strain they are puttingon the troops 
themselves in asking them to extend a 
foreign service which is already pro- 
longed. 


I do not wish to occupy the 
time of the Committee for a moment 
longer. I can only thank the Com- 
mittee for the reception which it has 
given to our proposals. I do not think a 
single speech has been miade in any part 
of the House which in any way traverses 
the general trend of our proposals. If 
hon. Members have taken credit to 
themselves for converting the Govern- 
ment, the worst thing that has been 
said by anybody to me in this debate is, 
so far asI know, that I have had an 
open mind. I have no apology to make 
whatever. I think debates in this House 
would be of very little utility if they 
were not considered by the Government 
and treated with the respect they 
deserve, with regard to future schemes 
that may be brought before us. It is | 
impossible for the Government, at the 
present moment, to arrive at a large 
change of this kind until two things 
have happened, one being that the 
circumstances of the time make it 
necessary, and the other that they 
can expect to carry such a change in 
such a way as to make it permanent. | 
The circumstances of recruiting are | 
undoubtedly such that we have reached | 


our maximum under the present | 
Mr. Brodrick. 
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arrangements, and I believe the change 
we are making is, as I said the other 
night, judicious and absolutely necessary. 
And, as regards the ultimate effect of 
these proposals, I do not think anybody 
who has heard the discussion in the 
course of the last two evenings can 
doubt that thereis a general desire on 
the part of the House to give larger 
sums to soldiers for their pay, that the 
proposal which we make will not merely 
be -upported by our own political friends 
or by those who are interested in the 
Army, but will have to a large extent 
the general support of the House, and 
that it will therefore hold a permanent 
place in the proposals of other Govern- 
ments for our military defence. 


(7.0.) Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said 
the present was a very Unpropitious time 
for such a revolutionary scheme as that 
which had been put before the Com- 
mittee by the Secretary of State for War. 
The remark made by the right hon. 
Gentleman that a garrison of 15,000 men 
would be sufficient for South Africa in 
the future showed how absolutely un- 
reliable his conjectures as to the require- 
ments of that country were. It was a 
matter of great regret that, from the 
larger point of view, the immediate 
question at stake, namely, the deficiency 
of the Army in South Africa and the 
condition of our warlike operations there, 
had been very much put into the back- 
ground by this great scheme of Army 
reform. In the case of such a great 
measure of Army reform as this, it would 
have been, in his opinion, far more 
judicious for the Secretary of State for 
War to have postponed until the end of 
the war such a revolutionary scheme as 
this. He was happy to say that in all 
matters connected with the Army, Party 
politics were, as a rule, set aside, but he 
regretted that the hon. Member for 
the Fareham Division had made an ex- 
ception to that rule by accusing some 
persons of being traitors and enemies to 
this country because from sincere and 
conscientious motives they could not ap 
prove of the policy of this war. With 
regard to the state of affairs in South 
Africa he asked were we really profiting 
as we should profit by the lessons of 
this war, and were we doing all that 
could be done to bring it to a conclusion? 
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’ Admittedly, the crux of the question 
was the mobility of our forces, the 
number of horses we were at present 
supplying, and the regulation and ad- 
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ministration of the remount department | 


in South Africa. He was rather sur- 
prised that the Secretary of State for 
War had gone back from what he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to say a 
few weeks ago when he first announced 


Lord Downe’s appointment as superin- | 
The | 


tending officer in South Africa. 
Committee now heard that Lord Downe’s 


position was to a certain extent changed. | 


According to the latest information Lord 
Downe was merely to inspect and report 
at the request of Lord Kitchener. He 
had nothing but praise for the two 
officers who up to now had conducted 
the remount operations in South Africa. 
but they had been overworked. The 
manner in which the Department had 
been administered justified the statement 
of the leader of the Opposition when he 
said that it was difficult to find out 
where the blame was to be apportioned, 


and that the Secretary of State for War 


was always attempting to clear himself. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman the 
other day who was responsible for the 
enormous drop in October and November, 
1900, when the embarkation of remounts 
dropped from the average of 10,000, 


which had been maintained for twenty- | 


four months, to 2,000, and the right hon. 


Gentleman refused, or at all events he’ 
The) 
hon. Gentleman went far as to| 


was not able, to give an answer. 
right 
say that in spite of the enormous drop 


the Army in South Africa as a fight- | 
ing machine had not lost mobility. If | 
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‘the causes of this waste of material and 
'loss of money. As far as he had been 
| able to understand, the desertions, which 
_had so rapidly increased, were mainly 
attributable to two causes. The first 
was the mistaken policy of giving 5s. 
a day to certain classes of recruits. 
That step had reduced patriotism to a 
mere question of £ s. d.; and it was 
so difficult now to raise Volunteers in 
any but mounted corps, that of the 
5,000 reliefs required for the Volunteers 
now in South Africa, only 1,500 had 
been raised. The second cause of deser- 
tion was that boys were, as had been 
said by the noble Lord who spoke on 
this subject, entrapped into the ser- 
vice by recruiting sergeants. He did 
not know whether the Committee 
realised the enormity of the use of the 
word “entrapped” in this connection. 
It would appear that the desertions 
arose, to a very great extent, from re- 
cruiting sergeants being tempted to 
lure and entice boys into the service 
when they did not know their own 
minds. He hoped the Government 
would stop the wrong that was going 
on. The secret of recruiting and of 
popularising the Army was to get hold 
of the parents of the lads, and especially 
the mothers. Lads of sixteen and seven- 
teen had been lured from the Church 
Lads Brigade to the Volunteers, from 
the Volunteers to the Militia, and from 
the Militia to the Army. Purchase out 
of the Army being at present stopped, 
these lads were lost to their parents ; 
and was it any wonder that the popu- 
larity of the service was being en- 


dangered ? 


that was the kind of answer they were to | 


get on a matter of so much importance, | 
it was reducing the process of question | 
The | 
question of responsibility was one which, | 
in the interest of truth and justice, the. 


and answer to an absurdity. 


House would have to thoroughly thrash 
out. 

The most serious fact which had 
been disclosed in the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman with respect to the 
present condition of the Army was the 
terrible wastage by invaliding and de- 
sertion. In 1899 the loss from this 
cause was 3,500; in 1900 it was 5.500; 
and in 1901 it was 8,800. Their first 
duty was to investigate and find out 


A great opportunity presented itself 
to the Secretary of State for War. 
When he was carrying out a complete 
revolutionary scheme he should go to 
the bed-rock of the question—namely, 
the quality of the material. The right 
hon. baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean said that we were catering for 
a new class; but he wanted to cater 
for the best of all classes, and if 
'the Government elevated the re- 
‘cruiting system by insisting on a 
|real age in the case of recruits, rather 
\than certain certificates of character, it 
|would be made more easy than at 
‘present for the higher classes in the 
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population to join the Army. The| *(7.22.) Captain CLIVE (Hereford- 
Secretary for War had said that one’ shire, S.) begged for consideration from 
bad character in a regiment did more | the Committee in making his maiden 
than anything else to prevent men from | speech. He had just returned from South 
joining, and that he aided in gradually | Africa after two years service, and he 
saturating the young recruits with felt that he could speak with some 
disease and alcoholism. He maintained | knowledge of the men serving out there, 
that such men should be turned out of | He desired, in the first place, to record 
the Army before they could effect the| his testimony to the good management 
evil they did. He attributed the enor-| of the war by the authorities at home, 
mous amount of disease and alcoholism |and to express his strong conviction 
to the wrong training which the recruits | that confidence was felt both by officers 
were subjected to on joining, and by | and men at the Front in that manage- 
being obliged to sleep in the same| ment. One of the most telling things 
dormitories with older men. Boys were |in favour of the War Office was that 
taken, and they were expected to resist there had been no condemnation of 
the temptations spread beforethem. It! War Office management by any one 
was reported that the Duke of Con-| of the thirty Members who had had 
naught, after inspecting a batch of such | experience in South Africa. In regard 
recruits, said that he expected they would to the meat contracts, which had _ been 
all die, and they did all dia He con-|so much criticised in the House, he 
tended that the age of the soldier was| would ask how much worse it would 
aliving lie. These boys went out to| have been had the contractors failed 
India, and every Service Member knew | to carry out what they undertook to 
what the temptations to them were| do. He would almost say that it was 
there. He had reason to believe that | worth a million of money to have had 
one Member on the Front Government these contracts so well carried out. No 
Bench was in sympathy with him in| military operation had been delayed by 
this respect, and he hoped the Govern- | a failure to carry out the contracts. He 
ment would look closely into the matter. was sure that the soldiers out in South 
He, for one, looked upon this question | Africa, when they came to read the 
as a vital one, and he would take every | speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
opportunity of drawing attention to it. Secretary of State for War, would feel 
If it had not been for the war, which | grateful to him for the liberal provision 
attracted so much interest, he was sure he proposed to tmake for them. But he 
that before now public opinion would | would like to point out that the Army 
have insisted on the necessary changes in South Africa at the present moment 
being carried out. Lord Roberts had were enjoying the 1s. a day clear which 
been obliged to institute an entirely new the right hon. Gentleman proposed 
system of training, and why? Because|to give them in England, because 
the recruits had not the physical capacity | practically they had no stoppages. Not 
to undergo the old course; and the/|only that, but they got the increased 
recruits were now not compelled to work | rations invariably conceded in time of 
before breakfast or to be kept so Jong at| war. Hesubmitted for the consideration 
drill and fatigue duty. The general | of the War Office whether it would not 
average age of Continental Armies was | be possible to give them these improved 
from twenty to twenty-one, but here|rations after the troops came home. 
boys of sixteen and seventeen were | Money would nodoubt appeal to recruits, 
taken and sent out to South Africa, and | but he believed that the continuance of 
when found asleep at their posts they | better and more rations at home would 
were punished as if they were men. | °XePcse @ stronger influence. When 


} ioe 3 y front 

He begged the Committee to insist on the Army returned from the nuld 
h q : ~ |aM enormous recruiting agency wou 

a change and put a stop to this evil.| he distributed over the country, and 


After we had solved the question of nothing would put the Army on a more 

getting good material, we could set our | permanent or popular basis for recruiting 

minds on the best methods of training | than if these returned soldiers could say 

that material. | that they had been well treated in South 
Mr. Pirie. 
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Africa, and that this liberality of treat- | without it. In addition to this, it had 
ment was to be continued to the troops|to stand through the cold nights with 
at home and elsewhere. The noble | only nature’scovering. Considering these 
Lord the Financial Secretary to the War | facts, the officers could not be blamed 
Office was reminded last night of a, because the average life of a horse was 
speech which he made last year against | only two months. He hoped that the 
any increase of the soldiers’ pay. Butif,) War Offiee would clearly understand 
as he hoped, the noble Lord had changed | that the life of a remount in South 
his mind, it was only in accordance with | Africa on the average was two months. 
the political spirit of the day. If he | He hoped that it salt be found possible, 
might borrow the words of the right hon. | instead of keeping this monthly minimum 
Member for East Fife, it was not apostacy ; | which Lord Kitchener had asked for, to 
it was common sense. | send out in the immediate future a very 


_ | ange increase on that amount, so that 


H 
of . ‘ gg Ppa Mae g _ the | the horses might be — rested and 
most important question of remounts. | hardened before being issued. Lord 


We had lately had presented to the | Kitchener, in his correspondence, had said 
House the whole of the correspondence | that be ag as a rule - d “on age gga 
during the war which passed between | 7st before being issued, hut that on 
Lord Kitchener and the War Office. We | °°%asions of emergency that rest could 


had seen that the Secretary of State for | meh es Bo: hevo < Fegeg Pine 
d f i | 
oleae accel: lle ates cee weeks after being landed. He advocated 


rotest inst the terrib . ; 
ee Bi geen had nae. Cs hea ae | sending out 50,000 horses in one month, 


Mein; Wa bad. coen. Lend Mischandets after which a lesser number — be 
reply, in which he had said that he could | 8°2t out month by month. In the come 
not do with less than a certain monthly with which he was, there “ew - amity 
minimum. The right hon. Gentleman picked men, who were al ong! — 
had shewn that he had generally complied horses each ; those horses were a re : 
with his requests, with not inconsider- | ‘™ better condition than any others, 
able additions. But those requests of and these men used up fewer horses than 
Lord Kitchener were the minimum with any other — the column. Po 
which he could get on and carry out admitted that it would be wanes e 
his Operations. So long as he was in to give every man two horses, but ve 
South Africa, the cry was always for the same time he pointed out that the 
remounts and more remounts ; they were meets os — = a Reson 
the life blood of the campaign, without three. He trusted his suggestions wou 
which men were useless. Consider what | ™°°t with the consideration of the 
the life of a horse was in South Africa. Government. 

When it was first issued it was taken 
immediately on trek; the average day| (7.34.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he 
was ten or twelve hours, and during the | desired to move a reduction of the 
most of that time the soldier was in the | number of men asked for in the Vote 
saddle. Instructions were issued that | by 20,000. The speech of the hon. 
the saddle was to be taken off and the| Member who had just sat down was 
bit removed from the _horse’s mouth | a very good illustration of the length 
whenever possible, so that it could graze | to which the spirit of militarism in this 
and roll, but military exigencies prevented | country could go. Most people would 
that being done often enough, and the | have thought that we had already spent 
horse came in thoroughly exhausted. |enough money on horses, but now it 
It had had the equivalent to a long day’s| was suggested that 10,000 horses a 
hunting in England, but did not get the month was a miserably insufficient 
comforts of the English hunter. It had | amount, and that the only proper way 
no warm bran mashes, but had to eat | to put Lord Kitchener in the way of 
its hard ration of oats or nothing at all, bringing the war to a speedy conclusion 
and in many cases the horse was so/| was to ship 50,000 horses out to South 
exhausted as to be incapable of) Africaa month. That opened a pleasant 
digesting hard food, and went’ prospect for the British taapayer. It 
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was the general experience, and mankind | future we should have to depend more 
had realised that there was no limit to| upon efficiency than upon numbers. 
the spirit of militarism and lust for war. | There had never been a war in history in 
It grew on what it fed on. We voted | which there had been such an extra- 
£1,009,000 this year for Naval and | ordinary proof of the power of efficiency 
Military Estimates, and instead of satis-|and mobility to meet an excess in 
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fying the experts they asked for) 
£2,000,000 next year, and each Vote. 
was regarded as the foundation for | 
larger demands in the future. And_ 
in that way the scheme which was now 
put before the House by the Minister of 
War had to be considered. It had to} 
be considered in all its bearings. 


From the point of view of military 
reformers in the House, he was not 
surprised at the chorus of approval 
of the principle contained in the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech. He himself 
considered that it was one of the greatest 
steps ever taken since the abolition of pur- 
chase towards the efficiency of the Army. 
He entirely agreed with the view put 
forward by the hon Member for one of 
the Divisions of Hampshire that we 
should never really get an efficient Army 
in this country until we opened up from 
the ranks a career so that a man might | 
become an officer if fit to become one, 
and they would make far better officers | 
than the officers we had. In order to 
have an efficient Army, it must be 
voluntary, well paid, and democratic. 
Men should not be judged by the amounts 
they spent and their social influence, 
but should be judged upon their merits. 
And until the War Office was torn up 
by its roots and completely recast, and 
until there was honest devotion to the 
requirements of the Army, all this talk 
of reform was the merest moonshine. 
If we were going to have this increase 
in the pay of the Army and this plan 
for increasing the efficiency of the Army, 
we could only do it by reducing the 
numbers. He had listened to and been | 
rather entertained by the Army debates | 
for many years. He had heard of the | 
lessons which we had learnt from the | 
War in South Africa. We were told | 


‘that House. 


numbers. This country had come to a 
condition of mind unparalleled in the 
history of any great country, and cer- 
tainly unparalleled in the history of 
England. When the announcement was 
made by the Minister of War that 600 
men were surrounded and captured by 
20,000 British troops, the scene in the 
House was unequalled in the history of 
The other day, when the 
announcement was made as tothe result of 


| the great drive, when thirty-two columns 


under Lord Kitchener’s personal super- 
intendence surrounded De Wet, who had 
1,200 men, and captured all those who 
had made up their minds to surrender, 
though De Wet and Mr. Steyn broke 
out with all their fighting force which 
did not propose to surrender, the House 


| hailed the announcement as if it were an 
event that would wipe out the defeat of 


Majuba. That showed the deterioration 


of the military spirit in this country. 


He maintained that what was wanted 
was not numbers, but efficiency. He 
had not the slightest doubt that 50,000 
men as well skilled as the Boers in the 
art of war and as well horsed would have 
brought the war to an end a long time 
ago, and much more effectively than the 
300,000 now in the field. If the country 
wanted an efficient Army, the War Office 
first of all should be reformed, and then 
the numbers of the Army should be cut 
down considerably and the part that was 
left made effective and efficient soldiers ; 


half the number of the present troops 


would, under those conditions, be far 
more formidable as a fighting machine, 
if properly selected physically and 
thoroughly well drilled. 

Where was it proposed to get the 
50,000 men from that were needed for 
this scheme? Although the recruiting 





that we were going to have a tremendous | had been good lately, it was on account 
and complete reform of the War Office | of the war, and when the war fever had 
last year, but upto the present time no | passed there would be an enormous drop 
reform had been carried out. Not a|in the number. Not only that, but in 
single change of those proposed was | order to get the number it did, the War 
really based on the lessons from the war | Office had had to lower the standard and 
in South Africa. The first lesson to be | take into the Army men whom it would 


drawn from the war was that in the’ have refused years ago as unfit. If the 
Mr. Dillon, 
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inducements we were now proposing to | documents bearing upon the physique 
give in the shape of increased pay were | of the population. Either from laxness 
not sufficient, we should have to continue | or incompetency, the War Office refused 
along that road and increase the pay to give more than one-tenth of the 
still further. That was the inevitable | information which ought to be given. 
result of the present scheme, and if that | There was one item of information as to 
scheme was agreed to by the House the class of people from whom recruits 
without a protest being made against the were drawn. The Returns for the last 
excessive number of men that the right five years showed that out of every 
hon. Gentleman desired to obtain, the | 1,000 recruits, 640 belonged to the class 
right hon. Gentleman would have a good set down as “ labourers, servants, and 
ground for further increasing the pay at husbandmen.” From those figures it 
some future period. He admitted that would be seen that a decaying agricul- 
the only way to improve the British | tural population was having drawn from 
Army was along the line of increased it 640 out of each 1,000 recruits for the 
pay and free promotion of men from the British Army. Consequently the agri- 
ranks, so that they might get rid of the cultural population was rapidly dis- 
aristocratic element which was the curse | appearing in Ireland. The agricultural 
of the Army today. But we ought to) population in the British Isles had 
see where we were going, and not set | always been the nursery for soldiers 
up an Army on such a scale that in order | from which England drew the material 
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to make it efficient and get the ‘pick of 
the men we required we should have 
to go on increasing the pay until we | 
made the burden simply intolerable. He 
believed that 100,000 men of good 
physique and intelligence, led by intelli- 
gent officers, would be a better Army than 
200,000 men of the class we now possess. 
He had been a close student for some 
years of recruiting returns, and he was of 
opinion that the physique of the British 
nation was rapidly deteriorating. English- 
men today were not so strong a race as 
they were fifty or hundred years ago. He 
might be wrong, but that was the opinion 
he had formed. We could not get the 
healthy and strong recruits now that 
we had got in the days of the Army’s 
greatest glory. The day had gone by 
when Irish recruits could be obtained. 
The people from whom they had been 
drawn had been driven from the country. 
Those men, who had fought and bled for 
England and had carried the glory of 
Irish soldiers to every battle field in 
Europe, had been driven out to other 
lands and the Army, now was so un- 


remnant of Irishmen left in Ireland 
turned away fromit. The Scotch High- 
landers had almost been exterminated 
also, and where the right hon. Gentleman | 
was going to obtain the 50,000 men he 
was asking for, he did not know. 

He wished to renew his complaint as to 
the incompleteness of the recruiting | 
Returns, which ought to be important | 


| trict. 


le Lord site told him that the re- 
popular in Ireland that the mitenatie |e oe ee ee ae Se 


fora great Army, and the Government 
were now destroying that population. 
In this country, owing to different 
causes, the physique of the agricultural 
rural population, with the exception of 


‘some counties in the north of England 


and some of the eastern counties, was 
deplorable. The Government were talk- 
ing about keeping up a great Army, and 
all the time they were looking on un on- 
cerned while the very sources from 
which those recruits alone could be 
drawn were being destroyed. He believed 
that very soon they would find it diffi- 
cult to obtain even 30,000 recruits 
annually. 


He desired to be furnished with more 
particulars, and until he got them he 
should keep repeating his inquiries. He 
wanted to know the countries and the 
counties where the recruits were drawn 
from, so that he could see where recruit- 
ing was falling off and where it was in- 
creasing. He also desired to know the 
proportion of rejected menin each dis- 
When he inquired last year the 


cruiting officers were too busy to furnish 
the information he required. That 
excuse was absurd, and even if they were 
too busy surely some clerk in the War 
Office could furnish the figures. The 
statistics for the past five years showed 


_that the number medically inspected was 


59,000 in 1897, 88,000 in 1900, and 
76,000 last year. Judging from the con- 
dition of some of the recruits who had 
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been accepted, what in the name of God | 
must have been the condition of those | 
who were rejected? The number of 
those rejected for want of physical de-| 
velopment and various ailments in| 
1897 were 22,800, in 1900 the number 
was 23,000, and in 1901 the number 
rejected was 22,000. Those figures 
showed that the rejections amounted | 
to 38 per cent. in 1897, to 28 per cent. in 
1900, and 29 per cent. in 1901. Therefore 
there appeared to be some improvement | 
in recent years, He did not, however, 
think that this meant an improvement in 
the physique of the men, and it was 
probably owing to the fact that the 
standard had been lowered for the Army. 
Was it not an appalling condition of 
things that 38 per cent. of the recruits 
offered for inspection were rejected as 
medically unfit? Here was a great De- 
partment of State which had an oppor- 
tunity of giving invaluable statistics, 
which had an important bearing upon 
the a and yet the Government 
refused to give information which would 
be extremely valuable to all men inter- 
ested in the condition of the people and 
in the physical development of the 
masses. He desired to know the parti- 
cular districts where the physique was 
being kept up and where it was being 
lowered. It would be very instructive 
indeed to know how many were being re- 
jected in Ireland, in the various counties 
in Scotland, and in the manufacturing 
districts of England. He thought they 
ought to have some information asto the 
nature of the ailments for which the 
men were rejected, because those things 
were of vital interest to the medical 
branch of the profession. They ought to 
know the chest measurements of the men, 
and some summary of the condition of 
the men who were rejected, and the ex- 
tent to which they fell short of the 
required standard ought to be given. 
Those were facts which the Department 
ought to furnish. He could not find in 
this Report even the details of the number 
of recruits for the Regular Army from 
Scotland, Ireland and England. Al- 
though the nationalities were not given 
for the Regular Army, they were given 
for the Militia. The recruits for the 
Militia in Ireland in 1899 were 5,600, in 
1900 they were 3,440, and in 1901 they | 
were 3,200. Those figures showed that 
Mr. Dillon. 
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recruits for the Militia in Ireland fell by 
2,000 during the last two years. He 
wished to know whether this was due to 
the treatment meted out to some of the 
Irish Militia Regiments which had been 
entrapped in South Africa. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lorp STAN ey, 
Lancashire,Westhoughton): The explana- 
tion of that is, that with regard to the 
Militia the recruits are drawn chiefly 
from the counties in which they are 
placed, whereas recruiting for the Regular 
Army takes place in all the three 
kingdoms for general distribution in 
the Army. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): But the regiments are territorial 
now. 


Mr. DILLON said he thought that the 
information which he asked for ought 
to be given. A great many of the re 
cruits in England were Irishmen, and he 
had been told that a very large number of 
the Durham Regiment were also Irishmen. 
He wished to know exactly the districts 
from where the recruits came. 

He had listened with great pleasure to 
the admirable speech made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, for the right hon. Gentle 
man was an expert upon Army ad- 
ministration. He agreed with the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Com- 
mittee ought to know exactly what was 
in front of them in regard to these 
proposals. They ought to know why 
50,000 recruits per annum were re- 
quired. They ought not to be asked to 
take what the Secretary for War had 
called “a plunge” without being frankly 
told why that plunge was necessary. In 
his opinion the fresh burden of recruiting 
which was to be cast upon the people 
of this country would be almost im- 
possible to bear, and it would be attended 
with enormous consequences, He be- 
lieved the fresh burden of this “ plunge” 
was to be borne simply to provide for 
the future garrison of South Africa. 
He recollected three years ago upon a 


‘night in April putting down a Motion 


to reduce a Vote, which appeared to him 
to be very suspicious, for increasing 
barrack accommodation in South Africa. 
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That Vote was in charge of Mr. Powell | 
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Motion made, and Question put, ‘‘ That 


Williams, and he was astonished to see | a number of land forces, not exceeding 
the Colonial Secretary himself remaining | 400,000, all ranks, be maintained for the 
in the House until after twelve o’clock in | said service.’ — (Mr. Dillon.) 


order to defend that Vote for barrack | 
accommodation in South Africa. At the | 
time they seemed to be within measurable | 
distance of bringing about a condition | 
of things in South Africa something | 
like that which now prevailed in. 


(Lower Hamlets, Stepney) 
discussion on these Estimates which had 
hitherto taken place had been mainly 
confined to a few points, such as the 


(8.55.) Masor EVANS-GORDON 


said the 


Australia, and they were on the point Volunteers and recruiting for the Army. 
of withdrawing A Imperial Pave Little had been said, however, in regard 


He said upon that occasion that if this 
barrack accommodation meant military 
preparations against the two Boer Re- | 
publics, then they would be laying the | 
foundation for a war against the whole | 
Dutch population of Cape Colony, of | 
Natal, as well as against the two South | 
African Republics. Had the Committee | 
considered that these proposals meant | 
a garrison of 50,000 men for an indefinite | 
number of years to maintain a system in | 
South Africa like that which had been 
the curse of Ireland for the last 100. 
years—and this in a country which was 
ten times larger than Ireland ? 


When he made those remarks three 
years ago, he was laughed at, but since | 
that time £160,000,000 and 20,000 lives | 
had been wasted in South Africa on this 
war. He attached infinitely more im- 
portance to the general consideration of 
this question than to the details which 


/of the War Office itself. 
|a most 
ithe Dawkins Committee of all that 


\he could wish that a chapter from it 


to the War Office itself, and it was to 


that part of this great subject that he 
would like to address himself. Unless 
the War Office itself had the entire 
confidence and trust both of the Army 
and of the public, he did not think that 
we could ever be sure or feel satisfied 
that we should get any real measure 
of Army reform. And he trusted that 
the discussion which had taken place 
there last night, and that day, would not 


‘divert public attention or the attention 


of this House from this most crucial 
question of all, viz., the re-organisation 
We had had 


admirable statement from 


concerned the War Office. He did not 


| think anything could be clearer or better 


than the Report of that Committee; and 


should be read every morning and 


|evening in the War Office itself. The 





he “— been criticising. This “ — | Secretary for State for War did not lay 
— ; wg : tne ta Ros take by wm | great stress on that Report, and he could 
ecretary of state tor War was On'y | have wished that the right hon. Gentle- 
laying the foundation stone for some- | man had gone into greater detail as to 
thing which would cost this nation| yh he proposed to do in connection 
many millions per annum. They were) with it. The right hon. Gentleman told 
" ing Lesage Hig ie i ‘couaie | the House, and he for one was extremely 
every year in order to get ready for|£ Scoont the recommendations ef, thet 
a permanens garrison in South ye |Committee almost en bloc, but at the 
a es ee mae io. | same time he had given the House very 
be vane or two years before they ended aid green ay" nore es mo Prana 
were about to aken. Now there 

serge sy erty ‘gy > were nineteen specific recommendations 

WEES SRP Wak Was Over: | made by that Committee. 

under which we were to hold down a| . 
ys and civilised race in South Africa| Attention called. to the fact that forty 
y force of arms was a policy hateful,| yembers were not present. House 


unjust, and disastrous, and one which | counted, and forty Members being found 
he hoped and trusted the taxpayers, present-— 


when they had felt its full burden, would | 
some day or other entirely repudiate.| Mason EVANS-GORDON said that 
He begged to move a reduction in the| there were nineteen specific references 


number of men by 20,000. [8.21.] ito the Dawkins Committee, some of 
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which the Under Secretary of State for| Nothing had been said about the 
War had referred to in his speech. He | abolition of the system of ruling the 
had mentioned the substitution of inspec-| Army by a mass of minute regulations, 
tion for reports, a most important| and he hoped to he.r from the right 
recommendation. Theright hon. Gentle-| hon. Gentleman at a _ later period 
man said he had appointed, or was about | how far that system had beea modified ; 
to appoint, an Inspector General of that was a most important point. The 
Artillery and an Inspector General of Committee also had heard nothing of 
simplification of the regulations 


Yoemanry, in addition to the Inspector the 


General of Cavalry which already existed. 
Would the right hon. Gentleman consider 
the desirability of appointing two In- 
spectors, one for the Field and Horse, 
and one forthe Garrison Artillery, having 
regard to the fact that that force had 
now been divided into two portions. 
And why not have also an Inspector 
General of Infantry, who in his opinion 
was more necessary than any of the 
others the right hon. Gentleman 
proposed to appoint. With regard to 
the larger financial powers which were 
to be given to the Generals. no infor- 
mation had been received upon the point. 
The right hon. Gentleman went on to 
say that some of the duties which now fell 
upon the Royal Engineers might be light- 
ened, and civilian agency substituted to 
a large extent; that local audit would 
be adopted, and that a War Office 
Council had been established. The 
Committee and the public would like 
to know what the duty of the 
Council was, and what it really did. It 
apparently kept minutes and records 
of great problems, and had a secretary, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had said 
that it would be a great gain for Govern- 
ments at any future time if a Secretary 
of State for War was able to hand over 
to his successor a record of decisions 
of all the great problems which the 
Council had studied. What were the 
great problems ? The Dawkins Committee 


which could not be dispensed with; 
and the pernicious system of “carrying 
over” which obliged all the money 
voted for a particular purpose to be 
expended in that financial year. That 
| was a well-known cause of extravagance, 
_and the yractice had been condemned 
in strong terms by the Committee. 
| Another matter which had not been 
referred to was the confusion in the 
General Registry of the War Office caused 
'by the growth of correspondence. The 
average number of letters received daily 
by the War Office was 3,500, and the 
practice of addressing all those letters 
‘to the Under Secretary of State for 
War led to confusion. He should be 
glad to hear whether the recommenda- 
| tions of the Committee were to be carried 
/out, and whether in the future these 
letters would be addressed to the heads 
of the Departments which they concerned, 
|and the confusion at the General 
Registry to some extent removed. 


He desired to lay particular stress upon 
'the question of decentralisation. The 
| present system prevented the high 
| officials considering important questions 
|of military policy owing to the mass 
b- routine work forced upon them. 
There was no special Department in the 
War Office for considering the great 
problems of war. Why not take the 
‘bull by the horns and have a chief of 


‘the staff and a Department for him? 


had distinetly stated that it was against Something had been said about copying 
the principles of the War Office to have the Germans in this matter, but we 
two Boards of Management in one | need not be ashamed of copying from 
building ; that they were not compatible | Germany the magnificent war adminis- 





with business procedure. If great 
problems were submitted to both the 
Army Board and the War Office Council, 
‘would it not savour of the overlapping 
which it was so desirable to prevent? 
Was it worth while to take away from 
their duties heads of Departments twice 
a week in the most busy part of the 
day on such matters as were placed 
‘before these bodies ? 


Major Evans-Gordon. 


tration system she possesses. Even the 
hon. Member for Oldham need not be 
ashamed of hearing something from 
such men as Von Roon and Von 
Moltke. Von Roon built up what 
was called the General Staff, which had 
at its head the Chief of Staff of the Ger- 
man Army. It was a separate Depart- 
ment and occupied a separate building. 
It was sub-divided into different branches, 











ed 


ns 


at 


he 


nt 


ng 
ve 


1s- 
he 


on 
at 


r- 
rt- 
ig. 
BS, 





797 Supply— Army {7 MarcH 1902} Estimates. 798 


mobilisation, survey, railway systems,and| 9.16.) Mr. MARKHAM (Nottingham 
other branches, each of which was/| shire, Mansfiield) said he felt some hesita- 
officered by specialists of their particular | tion in supporting this Vote until he had 
branch, who studied every possible com- | received an answer “ Yes ” or “ No” to the 
bination that could be undertaken under | question whether any part of the Vote re- 
any conceivable circumstances in Ger- | lated to Kaffirs employed in South Africa. 
many orin any country in which in any It was the fact that a large number of 
conceivable contingency Germany could | Kaffirs had been armed by the Govern- 
be concerned. Every single detail was | ment and employed in South Africa, and 
gone into and revised every year it was further the fact, although he could 
and brought up to date, with due not at present disclose a document in his 
regard to all scientific discoveries possession, issued from Pretoria, of 
which might affect the Army, with the which no doubt the Secretary for War 
natural consequence that every branch of | hada copy, that instructions were issued 
a campaign was studied long before the by Lord Kitchener in regard to the pro- 
event. Contrast the state of things with tection of the blockhouses ; but he chal- 
what happened in this country. We had | lenged the right hon. Gentleman to state 
an Intelligence Department, which secured | whether in these instructions there were 
accurate information, but there was no | not definiteorders that Kaffirs were to be 
Department to which the infermation employed. Friends coming back from 
when collected could be submitted and the Front informed him that Kaffirs were 
which could digest it. And it was no | also employed as armed scouts. This was 
use to collect information unless there to be a war between white man and 
was a skilled force to deal with it and white man. This country had been told 
make use of it when it was collected. No that no natives were to be employed. The 
responsibility could be placed on anyone | Kaffirs outnumbered the whites in South 
for this state of affairs, and the result was Africa by perhaps twenty to one, someeven 
an unseemly wrangle in another place be- | estimated them asthirtytoone. Were we 
tween the Secretary for War and the teaching the art of war to those who 
Commander in Chief. He implored the | outnumbered the whites in such pro- 
Government of this country to take this | portions ? If so, this would warrant the 
great matter into their earnest consider- | employment of the much discussed phrase, 
ation, and to create a real Chief of the the “ methods of barbarism ”’ ; and in fact 
Staff, and build up a complete Depart- | he did not know why the Leader of the Op- 
ment under him, whose duty should be | position had never retaliated on his critics 
consideration of the great problems of war, | by pointing out that Lord Chatham had 
and the members of which should not be | used the same phrase in denouncing the 
taken away to deal with questions of no | Government of his day for the employ- 
significance or importance. If this want | ment of savages in the American War. 

of system and its attendant evils were | 
allowed to continue in the War Office, it | 


must affect the whole body of reform. | said that with regard to the Amend- 


What was the use of discussing at great | ment of the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
length the pay of the men, the terms of he was happily able to suggest to the 
service, the treatment of the Volunteers,| hon. Member a method by which his 
and like matters, unless the head from | Very patriotic proposal could be carried 
whence all impetus, all training, and all out. Ifthe hon. Member could per- 
organisation came was also discussed? If suade the Government to hand over 


” : th t of ' 
they were not discussed, it must affect sh. gare pt — 


the whole body and result in general dis-| to President Roosevelt, to hand over 
organisation. Although it might take| India to Russia, to sell the Navy for 
many years to build up, he hoped a start | scrap iron, and to disband the Army, 
would be made, as he felt that the welfare | he would not have any more trouble. 

of the fighting men of this country de- 
pended upon the establishment of this| Mr. DILLON: There are no Im- 
General Department. perial troops in Canada. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
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Mayor RASCH: But there are in| 
Continuing, the hon. Member | 
said he just wanted to allude for a 
moment to the speech made on the | 


Halifax. 
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thing of that kind, but for a calling 
in which they had to carry a weight 
of 60 lbs., march twenty miles in a day, 
and, after that, meet the enemy, such 


previous night by the hon. Member|a class of men were not much good. 


for West Aberdeen. He had been a/| 
Member of the House for some years, | 
and he had never before heard an hon. | 
Member rise in his place and traduce | 
the regimental officers as the hon. 
Member had traduced them. He could | 
only suppose that the experience of the | 
hon. Gentleman must have been derived | 
from the battalion of footguards in 
which he had served as_ surgeon. 
Eleven months ago the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War made a very able speech. Some | 
of his supporters did not agree with 
him then, and were consequently rather 
considered as pro-Boers than anything 
else. That speech was a very fine one, 
but it had no foundation. The right | 
hon. Gentleman left out the most im- | 
portant part ; he failed to say where the | 
men were, or how they were to be obtained. 
But this year he had made a speech ab- | 
solutely different in every particular. 
The speech was a very good one, and 
the situation the right hon. Gentleman 
had to face was an extremely difficult | 
one. The Leader of the Opposition had | 
said he could not see the cause of the) 
increased number of recruits and the | 
change in the constitution of the Army. | 
But what greater cause could there 
possibly be to necessitate such a change 
than the state of things at present | 
existing? As the Secretary of State | 
had informed the House, something like 
8,500 of the recruits they had managed | 
to secure were practically diseased 
nuisances, and, according to the reports | 
of the Inspector General of Recruiting, | 
with the lower standard, the War Office | 
obtained fewer men for the Infantry 
of the Line this year than the year before. 
But a more serious thing still was the 
fact that this year they had had to 
take 33 per cent. of “ specials,” last 
year 33.9 per cent., and the year before 
only 30 per cent. The height of the 
ordinary recruit had been reduced to 
5 feet 2 inches, and that of the “ specials ”’ 
io 5 feet. What sort of men could be 
expected at a height of 5 feet, or 5 feet 
2 inches? They might be all very well 
for Members of Parliament, or any- 





But even the miserable standard at 
present fixed was not attained. He 
would give an instance, of which he had 
the particulars in black and white. A 


/man went up for enlistment at St. 


George’s Barracks, but failed to scale the 
regular weight of 112 lbs.—about the 
weight of a mastiff dog. He was told 


| to go and eat four-pennyworth of bread, 
and drink a gallon of water, and return 


immediately. He did as he was told, 
and succeeded in being passed into the 
Army. After all, however, honesty was 
the best policy, because he was brought 
up before Mr. Newton, and was sen- 
tenced to fourteen days imprisonment. 
[Laughter.] It was all very well to 
laugh; the man was found out, but 
how often were such men not found out? 
Under such circumstances, what sort of 
men were they getting into the Army 
at an annual cost of £30,000,000 here, 


| and another £20,000,000 in India ? 


That was the present situation, but 
there was something worse yet to come. 
When the war was over—and he pre- 


/sumed it would be over some time—the 


Government would be faced with an 
enormous difficulty. All the time 
expired men in India and in South 
Africa would want their discharge. The 


| right hon. Gentleman had very properly 


induced some 16,000 men in India, to 


remain for a certain additional period 
of service, but that period could not last 


for ever. The Reserve aso had _ been 
depleted during the last three years, 
and it was pretty certain that when the 
war was over the War Office would 
have to meet a deficiency of about 
90,000 men. If they could not at 
present obtain the 40,000 men they 
required, how on earth could they 
secure 90,000? A good deal had been 
said about conscription and pay. But 
what could the right hon. Gentleman 
do other than that which he proposed? 
There were two courses open to him. 
He might have gone in either for the 
Militia Ballot or for making the service 
more attractive. As to compulsory ser- 
vice, there were certain military re 
formers, like the hon. Member whose 
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letter had recently appeared in The 
Times, who favoured compulsory service, 
but there were authorities on the 
Continent, of no less weight, who were 
now finding themselves opposed to it. 
Military experts on the Continent were 
beginning to find out that millions of 
men with rifles did not form the best 
material for a mobile army. Taking ten 
pressed men and ten volunteers, it was 
pretty certain that out of the ten pressed 
men five had no wish to soldier, while 
that would be the desire of the whole of 
the ten volunteers, otherwise they would 
not have volunteered) That was why 
the military experts on the Continent 
were now looking with more or less 
envious eyes on the Volunteer Armies of 
England and America. Some time back 
a certain agricultural Member prepared 
a Bill for the Militia Ballot, and a day 
was fixed for the First Reading. He 
happened to be that Member. But two 
days before the Bill was to come on, the 
Premier made a speech in the House of 
Lords, in which he said that the ballot 
for the Militia was practically the same 
as conscription — which, however, was 
not the case—and that if such a system 
were adopted in this country, hundreds 
of workmen would be leaving their 
homes in Lancashire and the North, and 
ruin would be brought upon the district, 
and into every cottage home. After 
that, the fate of his Bill was pretty well 
sealed, and its backers forsook it and fled. 
The right hon. Gentleman was therefore 
quite right in not adopting the Militia 
ballot or conscription, but in taking the 
path of least resistance, viz., pay. When 
the hon. Baronet the Member for North 
Paddington or the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Colchester had a big job on 
hand and required several thousand men, 
they went into the market, offered the 
market price, obtained their men, and 
did the work to the consequent benefit 
of themselves and the country. But the 
War Office had hitherto acted on pre- 
cisely the opposite principle. They had 
gone into the market, offered one-half 
the market price, and, of course, had 
failed to secure their men. In fact, he 
believed the pay of the private soldier 
had not been raised since the days of 
Queen Anne. 


He was delighted that the right 
hon. Gentleman had adopted the 
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principle of increasing the pay, that 
being the line of least resistance. Most 
adroitly the Secretary of State had 
formulated the idea of a highly special- 
ised and better paid Army for India and 
the colonies, and a lower but sufficiently 
well-paid Army for service at home.§ For 
that he thanked the right hon.Gentleman, 
as also he desired to do for the new regu- 
lation recently issued in regard to giving 
work to non-commissioned officers and 
men in the War Office in the place of 
certain clerks. He had heard many 
speeches, good, bad, and indifferent, but 
mostly bad, from various Secretaries of 
State for War. From the gallery he 
heard Lord Cardwell introduce his 
scheme for short service and Reserve ; 
he took considerable interest in his 
speech in which Mr. Gathorne Hardy 
evolved his absolutely absurd proposal 
to have eight paper Army Corps ; he had 
listened to the official optimism of the late 
Mr. Stanhope, and the agreeable gener- 
alities of the right hon. Gentleman the 
present Leader of the Opposition ; but 
he had never heard a speech delivered by 
a Secretary of State for War which gave 
such ample promise of fulfilment as that 
of the right hon. Gentleman on Tuesday 
last, and, as a humble Member of the 
rank and file of the House, he might say 
that having come to curse he had re- 
mained to pray. 


(9.44.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) said that the hon. 
and gallant Member, in his genial and 
humorous speech, had stated that if 
the Government desired to save them- 
selves trouble the way to do it was 
to hand over Canada to President 
Roosevelt, India to the Russians, and 
South Africa to himself. A more 
unfortunate illustration could not have 
been chosen than that of Canada. 
In Canada there were practically no 
Imperial iorces, and there they had an 
enormous country larger than our posses- 
sions in South Africa. It was contiguous 
to the United States, which could put 
into the field millions of men. It was 
defended by only 1,000 Imperial troops. 
Why? Because the Canadian people 
would defend their country, whether 
against the United States or Russia, 
because they had got freedom. Why 
were they now discussing this addition to 


2F 








803 


the number of men? Simply because 
they had failed in South Africa to apply 
there the policy which had succeeded in 
Canada. The right hon. Gentleman 
need not think of handing over South 
Africa to himself (the hon. Member) for 
all he needed to do was to follow the 
example of Canada, and all the additons 
proposed for the Army would not be 
necessary at all. 

His hon. friend the Member for 
the Mansfield Division had brought 
a very important matter before the 
House, and he would urge the right 
hon. Gentleman to give them a categori- 
cal reply to it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man admitted that Kaffirs were employed 
in South Africa as ‘“ watchers,” and 
that they were armed. Nevertheless 
they were quite as much part of the 
Army as any soldier in the blockhouses. 
Sometimes these Kaffirs had scouting to 
do which was even moreimportant work 
than the ordinary soldier and required 
more intelligence. What he wanted to 
know was whether these Kaftirs were 
included in the 420,000 men whom they 
were now asked to vote. If not, he 
wished to know why 2? It was a perfectly 
unconstitutional proceeding that they 
should employ a certain number of men 
in South Africa which they did not vote 
in this House. He noticed that there 
were 7,000 native blacks employed by the 
Cape Government, and he knew that 
they had no control over them. He 
wished to know how many the Govern- 
ment employed. The number might 
be 3,000 or 5,000, but if they could 
raise that number without any discussion 
in the House of Commons or without 
any vote upon it what was there to pre- 
vent them raising 300,000 if necessary. 
If natives were to be employed, why 
should the right hon. Gentleman be 
ashamed of it? The way he put this 
matter into the background showed that 
he was trying to conceal it. 


The Leader of the Opposition had asked 
the Secretary of State for War upon 
what grounds he based his estimate that 
the war was going to last only another 
nine months. They were now asked to 
vote 420,000 men for nine months, and 
the estimate was that that number would 
be very considerably reduced at the end 
of that time. The reason given for this 
estimate by the Secretary for War was 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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be required after nine months because, 


| by the present rate of progress of the war, 


they would be able to considerably reduce 
the number of troops in South Africa 
before that time. 
of that character had they had in the 
past? He would not take the original 
estimate, which was too ludicrous for any- 
thing. The predecessor of the right hon. 
Gentleman gave the total number of the 
Boer forces in the field, and he professed 
to know everything about their guns and 
ammunition, but the whole thing turned 
out to be absolutely ludicrous. What 
was the next estimate? The second 
estimate was for a war which would come 
toan endin June or July, 1900. The third 
estimate was made last year, and it was 
that the war would last till June or 
July, 1901, and they were asked to vote 
420,000 men until the end of July. It 
was explained that by that time the Boer 
forces would be so reduced that large 
numbers of our troops could be sent 
home and then there would be war only 
at half pressure. In the following July 
or August it began to dawn upon the 
Government that there was something 
wrong, but the Colonial Secretary had a 
fresh estimate to meet the situation, and 
he said that by the end of September 
they would be enabled to reduce the 


Army in South Africa by a considerable 


number of men. The Colonial Secretary 
dwelt upon this point and said this was 
not his opinion or the opinion of the 
Government, but it was an opinion which 
had been arrived at after consultation 
with their military advisers in South 
Africa. September came, and instead of 
reducing the number of troops in South 
Africa, they had to go on increasing them 
month by month. And now, eight or 
nine months after this period, they were 
asked to vote 420,000 men to the end of 
December. Before the House was asked 
to vote men tothe end of June or July, 
but, profiting by past experience, the 
Government were now asking them to 
vote these men to the end of December. 
But why should the right hon. Gentle- 
man be more sanguine now than for- 
merly? The Secretary for War must 
have consulted his military advisers now, 
and no doubt he had received exactly the 
same advice. Had the Secretary for War 
any more reason now to believe that 


How many estimates. 
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that advice was more reliable and that | 
this estimate was one which the House | 
of Commons could give perfect credence 
to, when previous estimates had failed | 
three, four, or five times ? 

He would show the Committee how 
ridiculous all those estimates were. | 
There were two ways by which they) 
could make up their mind how long the | 
war was going to last and how many 
men they would require. In the first 
place, they must get to know something 
as to the strength of the forces opposed 
tothem. What were the estimates of 
the Government as to the strength of 
the Boer forces in the field? The last 
estimate was given by the right hon. 
Gentleman himself on the 13th of No- 
vember last year, when he said that if 
they wanted to know what progress they 
were making with the war and how near 
they were to the end of the war he 
would give them a perfectly mechanical 
process by which they could arrive, 
at that conclusion with mathematical 
accuracy. The right hon. Gentleman 
told them to take it that there were 
10,000 Boers in the field. They were 
told to deduct from that 10,000 week by 
week the casualties and captures supplied 
by Lord Kitchener. He had done this, 
and he found that, up to the present mo- 
ment since the right hon. Gentleman made 
his speech, the 10,000 Boers had been 
reduced by 7,500. Therefore, according 
to that calculation, there were still 2,500 | 
Boers in the field. But that could not 
be so, because the right hon. Gentleman 
had stated that there were three Boer 
Generals in the field who could each 
command an army of 2,000 men, and 
this did not include the scattered com- 
mandoes in Cape Colony. Therefore 
these three Boer Generals had 6,000 
men, and according to Sir William Hely- 
Hutchinson, there were still 9,500 Boers | 
in the field at the present moment. 
What a sum this was to work out. It 
amounted to this—take 7,500 from 
10,000 and it left 9,500. That was War | 
Office arithmetic. Talk about reforming 
the War Office—what they wanted were 
afew clerks who had passed the third 
standard in some elementary school. Of 
course Sir Alfred Milner knew better 
than Lord Kitchener what would happen, | 
and he said that the military authorities 
were exaggerating when they said there 
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were 10,000 Boers in the field. Sir 
Alfred Milner said that he had gone into 
the figures very carefully, and, with that 
superior touch with which he weighed 
and balanced everything, he arrived at a 
perfectly correct conclusion of his own, 
and he said in November that it was 
perhaps idle to speculate as to what the 
strength of the Boers really was, but he 
did not believe that there were more 
than 8,000 fighting men left in the two 
late Republics ; indeed he thought that 
8,000, if anything, was over-estimating 
their strength. It came to this, accord- 
ing to Sir Alfred Milner, that 7,500 from 
8,000 left exactly 9,500. He did not. 
think that High Commissioner arith- 
metic was very much better than War 
But this was not the 
only estimate. Lord Kitchener, in the 
course of the current year, made another 
estimate on the 8th of July, in which he 
said that he did not think that through- 
out the Tranvaal, the Orange River 
Colony, and Cape Colony, there were 
more than 13,500 Boers in the field. 
He had followed the process of caleu- 
lation suggested by the right hon. Gentle- 
man in this case, and he had deducted 
the casualties. The result was even more 
extraordinary. They had to deduct 
14,500 from 13,500, in order to find how 
many men the Boers still had. He 
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found by that means that they were 


minus 1,000, and that was the reason 


why we could not catch them. They 
were not in existence at all. 

What were we fighting? He ob- 
jected to a vote of 40,000 men 


to run after nothing, to the building 
of blockhouses, and to the spending 
of £60,000,000. He did not know 
whether he need give other esti- 
mates at all. [Conservative cries of 
“No,”’ and Opposition cheers.] He had 
no doubt that hon. Members on the 
Government side were thoroughly con- 
vinced of the capacity of the War Office, 


but there might be others in the House 


who were not so friendly disposed to the 
In 1900, a question was 
put to the First Lord of the Treasury 
who was always great on arithmetic, 
and he said in a casual sort of a way 
that he was told there were 17,000 
Boers. Taking the numbers given in 
Lord Kitchener’s despatches, the hon. 
Member found that since then we had 
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caught exactly 26,000. He asked the 
Committee to take 26,000 from 17,000. 
Was it not really time that we should 
know what was going on? If this was 
a good honest job, why not tell the 
country what was going on, instead of 
luring the people on with estimate after 
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estimate, and from one misrepresentation | 


to another? Let the country know 
what it was, and if the country was 
convinced that it was a sound, honest 
enterprise, he believed it would go 
through with it. [An Hon. Memper: 
It will.) Hon. and _ right hon. 
Members were not so sure of the con- 
viction of the country about it. If they 
were, how was it that the people were 
not told the facts? It was perfectly 
clear that they were not told the facts 
on two most essential points. In 
estimating the resistance of the enemy, 
it was necessary first of all to find out 
the number of men, and it was perfectly 
clear we were not told the truth about 
that. 


He did not charge the right hon. 
Gentleman with wilfully concealing the 
facts, but he charged him with this, 
that, knowing perfectly well that the 
estimates in the past had _ been 
egregiously wrong, he did not take 
upon himself the duty of investigating 
them in order to find out the whole of 
the facts. What was the answer given 
when his right hon. friend charged him 
with not giving the facts to the House of 
Commons? The Secretary of State said, 
“I give the House of Commons as much 
as [| know myself.” What kind of 
answer was that? One in his positjon, 
at the head of the Army and responsible 


to the House of Commons for all this. 


expenditure, ought to find out for himself 
all these facts. 
told the number of rounds of cartridges 
captured from the enemy. He was not 
a military expert, but it was perfectly 
clear that this was a most vital element 
in the Boer resistance. 
the Boers were not getting ammunition 


Week by week they were | 


Provided that | 


from outside, the duration of the war was | 
a question of the ammunition they had. | 
realise the job it had got in hand 


If that gave out, their resistance must 


come to an end. Lord Kitchener re- | 
ported the number of cartridges taken 


from the Boers. Why did he not give 
the cartridges the Boers captured from 
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Take, for instance, the capture of the 
Yeomanry camp at Tweefontein. We 
had, he believed, between 300 and 400 
men there. It was one of the permanent 
outposts, and it would have a reserve of 
ammunition. He was assured by 
military experts in this House that each 
man would have 400 or 500 cartridges, 
That meant when the Boers captured this 
outpost they got 200,000 rounds of 
ammunition. He had taken the trouble 
to add up the number of rounds of 
ammunition captured from the Boers 
since the beginning of November last, and 
he found that during these three-and-a 
half months, the total was 130,000 
rounds. If it was important to let the 
country know what we captured, was 
it not important to know that the 
Boers got 200,000 rounds in a single 
night? Let the country get the real 
facts. That was all the people wanted 
to know. He would ask the right hon, 
Gentleman another question which he 
asked earlier in the week. Who were 
suppesed to be captured? Were they 
fighting burghers? [Mr. Broprick said 
they were.] Well, if that was so, how 
did he account for these facts? The 
hon. Member took it that the sur- 
rendered men were sent to the camps. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman listen 
to the speech of the Colonial Secretary 
the other night? The Colonial Secretary 
said that in reckoning up the mortality 
of the concentration camps, we must 
take into account that very young men 
and very old men were there—that the 
weak and the feeble were there. He 
wanted to make out a case for the 
Government, that the rate of mortality 
was not exceptional, because the men 
who were put into the camps were 
decrepit. Did he call these decrepit 
men fighting burghers? When he 
wanted to make out that we were 
capturing them by the thousand, and 
that we had wiped them out three 
times over, he said that all these men 
were sound in mind and limb. 


The Committee were entitled to know 
what was going on. This country did not 
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How could they expect it? The Govern 
ment did not realise it. Every estimate 
had broken down. Estimates prepared 
upon the authority of men in Africa, 


us? Surely that was equally important. | who presumably knew the country and 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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knew the class of men we were fighting, 
had broken down. 
tary, the other day, said that public 
opinion was all on one side. Let the 
Government tell the truth to the 
public and they would see the result. 
It was all very well to get a verdict 
upon suppressed facts and _ garbled 
illustrations. Supposing the public had 
been told at the start that in front 
of them they had a job which would last 
two-and-a-half years, and that then Parlia- 
ment would be asked to vote an Estimate 
for an extra nine months, what would 
have happened? The right hon. Gentle- 
man had every means at his disposal for 
ascertaining the facts. Did he pledge 
his reputation as a military man trained 
in two or three Volunteer regiments ? 
{[Laughter.] Oh! but he was a military 
authority. It was unfair for hon. 
Members to question that. He must 
defend the right hon. Gentleman’s 
reputation. Did he pledge his reputation 
as a military authority that this war 
would be over before they would be 
called upon to vote the next Army 
Estimates? The right hon. Gentleman 
had the advantage of all the facts which 
were at the disposal of the War Office, 
and he had all his experience and train- 
ing, but there were some of them who 
had one advantage over him. They 
belonged to a small nationality. The 
right hon. Gentleman had made the 
mistake of imagining that because this 
was a small nation its pride and 
patriotism were not as great as if they 
were a great nation. The fact of the 
matter was that the intensity with which 
aman loved his country was in inverse 
ratio to its size. All their reckonings 
about captures and blockhouses, and how 
long it would take to enclose certain 
portions of the country were futile. 
What the Government forgot was that 
we were dealing with men who were 
fighting a cause they believed in, and he 
asked the right hon. Gentleman if his 
knowledge of history did not teach him 
that, given resolute men who believed 
ina cause, led by determined and capable 
captains, what they would accomplish 
bathed human comprehension. 


(10.14.) Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. 


Member has made an allegation which he 
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knows, or ought to know, can have no 
foundation when he spoke of the Govern- 
ment being aware, or being in a position 
to be aware, that they had a much larger 
force against them than that which they 
told the House or the country was the 
case, in order, by concealing information, 
to cajole and mislead the country to con- 
tinue a struggle from which otherwise 
the country might recede. In the first 
place, before I come to deal with the 
allegation of the hon. Member, I wish to 
express what I believe is the conviction 
of every Member sitting on this side of 
the House, and the majority of Members 
sitting on the other side, that it matters 
not one bit whether there are 5,000, 
10,000, 15,000, 20.000, or 40,000, Boers 
in the field, this nation will continue the 
struggle until itis brought to a successful 
i But I may say that the sort of 
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issue. 
speech which the hon. Member had just 
made, followingtheseries of speeches which 
he has deiivered in every part of the 
country, is well calculated to prolong 
the war. 


Then, reverting to the hon. Mem- 
ber’s allegation, which is precisely the 
opposite of that which is usually addressed 
to those who are conducting military 
affairs in the field, it is perfectly well 
known that if the Government had wished 
in the slightest degree to follow the pre- 
cedents of many great soldiers who had 
tuken the same line, more especially the 
Emperor Napoleon, they would magnify 
the number of their enemies in order to 
exalt the reputation of their commanders 
and soldiers What we have done has 
been to transmit to the country from 
time to time the estimates which those 
in charge of South Africa believed to be 
the fairest estimate of the number of 
men opposed to us. We have no access 
to Boer sources of information, though 
there may be persons who, from sources 
not open to the Government, could 
supply the information. It is sufficient 
for me to say that no man in the In 
telligence Department in the Transvaai 
dealing with commandos who come to- 
gether and disperse with the greatest 
facility, can possibly get other than 
an estimate of what is likely to be 
opposed to them. I think it is 
highly creditable to our commanders. 
and especially to Lord Kitchener, that 
instead of exalting their task they have 
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preferred to minimise it. With that I 
dismiss the hon. Member’s oratory. 
One practical question has been asked, 


and that is in regard to the emp.oyment of | 


natives in blockhouses. I have already 
explained what is the practice. It is per- 
fectly well known that, in all countries 
where war is carried on, natives are em- 
ployedascamp followers and in connection 
with the work of an Army. The Boers 
have throughout the war employed 
natives in every capacity. They have 
been discovered on the Boer side carry- 
ing arms, and they have been employed, 
I do not say in every engagement, but 
in a certain number of engagements. 
As is well known, the difficulty 
Lord Kitchener has had to meet in 
keeping the natives out of the war has 
been very great, and for two reasons. 
The first reason is that on more than 
one occasion native tribes had been 
attacked by the Boers, and there had 
been the greatest difficulty in preventing 
them from revenging themselves on 
those who had attacked them. The 
second reason is this—-the only way in 
which it was possible to keep the natives 
in restraint was to promise and give 
them effective protection. Natives 
have been employed on our. side with 
the horses, but forthe time certain Boer 
leaders made it clear, by proclamation, 
that they intended to shoot every 
native armed or unarmed—and, as 
a matter of fact a large number of 
the murders which have been com- 
mitted were of unarmed natives. It 
has been necessary, where natives are 
employed as watchmen between the 
blockhouses and on the line of railways 
to prevent accidents and for the other 
purposes for which they have been 
employed, to arm them for their own 
protection. In my _ opinion, Lord 
Kitchener was perfectly justified in 
carrying out that course. I have no 
doubt it is that practice which has 
prompted the question of the hon. 
Member opposite and of other hon. 


Members ; but, so far asI am aware, the | 


decision to keep the natives from active 
offensive participation in the war has 
been carefully observed on our side. 


Mr. MARKHAM: What was the 
number of natives so employed ? 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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| Mr. BRODRICK: I have absolutely 
| declined even to ask for the number of 
' camp followers attendant on an army of 
220,000 troops engaged on an area as 
big as half a continent. Our officers 
have a great deal to do, and | think I 
have been over-generous in trying to 
meet the wishes of the House for infor- 
mation from South Africa; because | 
feel strongly that it is an absolute 
impossibility to ask officers who are 
engaged on active service and on trek to 
spend every spare moment in making 
out returns which may be agreeable to 
some particular Member of the House or 
help to point some speech of two or 
three minutes in this House. To doso 
would be to handicap those who are 
carrying onthe war. I would ask the 
Committee, having regard to the yery 
full discussion we have had upon this 
Vote, to come to a decision upon it ‘now. 
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(10.25.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee) said that if the right hon. 
Gentleman had wished to shorten 
discussion at this stage, he could not 
have adopted a less felicitous method 
than he had done. He did not think 


that anyone would contend for a 
moment that the right hon. Gentleman 
had made a felicitous answer. The 


right hon. Gentleman said that in the 
absence of knowledge he would not 
make an Estimate. But they on that 
side of the House contended that the 
Government’s estimates had been always 
wrong. Take the contrast between the 
ten millions which the war was going to 
cost and the actual cost up to the present 
time of two hundred and fifty millions. 
Then the Government said that the war 
was going to be over at Christmas, 1899, 
but it had now been going on for two 
and a half years; and they were told 
that it would last for eight months 
longer. These estimates were not only 
wrong, but, considering the Imperial 
gravity of the issues involved, they were 
criminal miscaleulations which his hon. 
friend was justified in bringing to the 
notice of the Committee. 

He would not follow the example of the 
right hon. Gentleman in trying to carry 
thisdebate, which should be confined to the 

| business of the Estimates, into the policy 
of the war. [Cries from the Ministerial 
‘Benches of “No.”} Yes; the right hon. 





the 
den 
his 
had 
But 
Gen 
jud; 
wal 
rigl 
mit! 
dem 
Kite 
opp: 
don 
his 
at 1 
mal 
and 
Anc 
sup] 
righ 
mitt 
Cor 
men 
to t. 


he 
Taist 
of t] 
met 
Seer 
Gen 
that 
dur: 
that 
and 
the 
of 


nat 
the 
Lys 


the 


ant 
ns. 
var 
99, 
wo 
old 
ths 
nly 
rial 
ere 
on. 


the 


the 
rry 
the 
icy 
rial 
on. 





$13 


Gentleman appealed for public support 
tothe policy of the war. He said that | 
whatever might be said by hon. Members 
on the other side of the House, the 
country by a large majority would insist 
on going on with the war to a finish. 
Was not that bringing in the whole 
policy of the war? That was what he 
complained of the right hon. Gentleman 
doing, and that was the example which 
he was not going to follow. He would put 
one or two points relating to the conduct 
of the war which he thought the right 
hon. Gentleman would do well to answer. 
It had been alleged in the course of the 
debate that thedemands of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief had not been met, and 
that the Government did not give him 
what he required; but the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for War told 
the Committee some time ago that every 
demand made by Lord Kitchener and 
his predecessor had been met ; and he 
had repeated that statement that day. 
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But in saying that the right hon. 
Gentleman was making himself the 


judge in his own case. What they 
wanted was the evidence. Would the 
right hon. Gentleman give the Com- 
mittee, in the form of a Return, all the 
demands that had been made by Lord 
Kitchener and his predecessor, and set 
opposite to each demand what had been 
done by the mght hon. Gentleman and 
his predecessor in fulfilment of it ? Look 
at the demands made by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief in respect to remounts ; 
and look at the answers to these demands. 
And the same also in regard to other 
supplies as with the remounts. Let the 
right hon. Gentleman give the Com- 
mittee the telegrams in which the 
Commander-in-Chief asked for reinforce- 
ments, and let him also give the answers 
to these telegrams. 


There were other points to which 
he wished to advert; which had been 
raised by his right hon. friend the Leader 
of the Opposition, but which had not been 
met by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War. The right hon. 
Gentleman had given the Committee 
that night an estimate of the future | 
duration of this fatal war, namely, 
that it was an eight months business, | 
and he had given an estimate of | 
the cost of military occupation | 
of South Africa when peace was. 
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restored. We were to have 15,000 men 
there, but the right hon. Gentleman 
also said that after the war was over 
we should have to keep a large force 
in South Africa. What was wanted 
was an estimate from the right hon. 
Gentleman of the full strength of the 
Army of occupation which would succeed 
the war, and precede the permanent 
garrison of 15,000 men. Was it to be 
100,000 men? The right hon. Gentle- 
man must have formed some estimate, 
if only for the purpose of framing the 
Estimates for the financial year, and 
they wanted to know what the estimate 
was, and what the financial cost of that 
occupation would be, and how long that 
intermediate stage would last. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was re- 
sponsible for the money, and he evidently 
thought it ludicrous to ask that question. 
“ven a wrong estimate would be better 
than none. They had only had wrong 
estimates so far, and any further 
estimate they would get would also be 
probably wrong. But surely the Govern- 
ment must have made up their minds 
one way or the other as to how many 
men they intended to keep in South 
Africa, and for what period. 


He had another question. The right 
hon. Gentleman spoke about maintaining 
Colonial garrisons. He understood that 
the subject of the military defence of the 
Empire was to be brought up at a 
conference of Colonial Premiers at the 
time of the Coronation. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the other day gave 
a very satisfactory answer about Colonial 
contributions to the Navy, but a similar 
question arose in respect to the Army, 
and more particularly in respect to the 
cost of the war, because the self-govern- 
ing Colonies, by the action they had 
taken officially and publicly, had made 
themselves largely responsible for the 
continuance of the war. The right hon. 
Gentleman and his colleagues had con- 
tinually stated that the war must not 
be stopped, on pain of offending public 
opinion in the Colonies. In the Colonies 


themselves simultaneous and _ similar 
resolutions, pointing to a common 
origin somewhere else, were passed, 


denouncing those in this country who 
were opposed to the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government, and in particular 
condemning his right hon. friend the 
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Leader of the Opposition. That course 
was approved of by hon. Members sup- 
porting the Government. He said it 
was a dangerous course for any self- 
governing Colonies to take, and it was 
a course which imposed on them the 
obligation to do something more, and 
imposed on the House the duty of 
asking the Government whether they 
intended to ask the Colonies to do some- 
thing more. The self-governing Colonies 
were as one to four as regarded popula- 
tion, and their share of the war expendi- 
ture would be one-fifth. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman whether, when the 
Colonial Premiers came to London, after 
the wholesale denunciation of a party in 
this country, to which he had referred, 
they would be asked to bear one-fifth of 
these estimates and one-fifth of the enor- 
mous debt already incurred in the war, 
or whether the Government were to 
grovel at their feet after the fashion of 
the Colonial Secretary, accept their dic- 
tation as to the duty of patriotism, 
and shrink from the duty of asking them 
how much they were going to contri- 
bute to Imperial burdens. 
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(10.35.) Mr. BRODRICK: I really 
think the Committee will not expect me 
to answer the last question of the hon. 
Gentleman. I am perfectly ready to 
stand bail for this fact, that the Colonial 
Secretary will not meet the Colonial 
Premiers in the spirit to which the 
hon. Member has referred. My right 
hon. friend will not forget—as I think 
the hon. Member does forget—the 
exceptional services which, without any 
invitation or without any sort of pres- 
sure, the Colonies have rendered to the 
Empire. I do not think the hon. 
Member correctly interpreted the ques- 
tion put to me by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition. What 
the right hon. Gentleman asked me was 
what portion of the troops asked for in 
the Army Estimates was intended to be 
employed in South Africa, and whether 
the additional number of troops asked 
for was in consequence of the permanent 
occupation of South Africa. It would 
be obviously impossible for anyone not 
knowing the cireumstance in which the 
war may end, or in which the new 
Colonies may be gradually brought to a 
staple Government—to which we believe 

Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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they will be brought before long—to 
state how long the period of intermediar 

government will be, or what will be the 
force required. Obviously it will be our 
duty amongst the very earliest state- 
ments which we will make after the war 
is over, and when it is possible to give 
information, to acquaint Parliament as 
to the future government of the Colonies, 
and to give hon. Members the fullest 
opportunity, of pronouncing - judgment 
on it. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and 
Cromarty) said he did not intend 
to deal with South Africa, but he 
wanted to know from the right hon. 
Gentleman where he was going to get his 
recruits from. The hon. Member} for 
East Mayo referred to the depopulation 
of the agricultural districts in the High- 
lands of Scotland and in Ireland. They 
were the nurseries for the Army, and had 
been cleared year after year by evicting 
'andlords, with the result that the 
Government were forced to go to the 
slums of the great cities for their 
recruits, and those recruits could not 
stand the climate of India or China. He 
maintained that the Government ought 
to consider the desirability of obtaining 
recruits, not from cities and towns, 
but from the country districts. What 
were the Government endeavouring 
todo now? Only last Sunday he saw a 
number of boys marching from Sunday 
School in military order with a band 
playing. The Government were u-ing 
the Sunday Schools and the Churches 
for the purpose of getting recruits. 
It was not manly or straightforward to 
enlist the help of the Churches and 
Sunday Schools for the purpose of 
inspiring boys with military ardour 
in order to induce them to join the 
Army. At Shanghai, there was 
only a small number of British 
soldiers, whilst it was teeming with 
German soldiers. Hong Kong was also 
short of British soldiers. In India, right 
through the North West Provinces, 
officers were complaining about the 
insufficient number of British soldiers. 
That was a general complaint. [Several 
Hon. Members: No, no!] Let the hon. 
Members who said “ No, no,” go and see 
for themselves, as he had done. He 
would not refer to the great number of 
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officers and men who were complaining 
that, although their time had expired, 
they could not get their discharge, as the 
result of the wretched, muddled, and 
mismanaged war in South Africa. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I have 
already ruled that it is out of order on 
this Vote to discuss the Indian Army. 


Mr. WEIR said he had no intention of 
discussing the Indian Army, but he 
maintained that a large number of 
British troops were taken away from 
India to do work which they would not 
be required to do except for the war. 
Suppose, which was not unlikely, that a 
very serious difficulty arose on the 
Aighan frontier with Russia. Did hon. 
Members know that the French had 
approached 300 miles nearer the Indian 
Frontier from Siam ? 

THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: This 
Vote is for a certain number of men, 
and the hon. Member will not be in 
order in discussing any question affect- 
ing the Indian Army on it. 


Mr. WEIR said he assumed he could 
discuss the situation in Hong Kong, but 
he would have another opportunity of 
dealing with that question. The Govern- 
ment would require a very much larger 
number of men than 50,000. Why had 
they not the manliness to go in for 
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‘conscription at once? They would have 


to do it. They would need 100,000 men 
at least in South Africa. There was no 
use in beating about the bush, and 
adopting such a miserable scheme as 
that before the Committee. Sooner or 
later they would have to resort to 
conscription, and the Government ought 
to have the manliness to let the country 
know it. 

(10.44.) Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I 
ask the Committee whether we might 
not now take a division on the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
We all understood that we were to be 
allowed to obtain Vote A and Vote | 
this evening, and I believe we shall be 
able to make a thoroughly satisfactory 
arrangement with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition and. 
the House, as to the allotment of two 
days for the discussion of the right hon. 
Gentleman's Motion. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
As far as I am concerned in the matter, 
I think the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman is not unreasonable. ‘This 
Vote has been pretty fully discussed, and 
I do not know if there is need for any 
further discussion now. 


(10.48.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 54; 
Noes, 182. (Division List No. 6 .) 


Question put. 





Abraham, William (Cork,NE.) 
Ambrose. Robert 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
AJlhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | 





AYES. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, ‘Timothy Michael 


Joyce, Michael 


Kennedy, Pat: ick James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper’y Mid. 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
NOES. 

Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N.. 

O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 

Roche, John 

Sheenhan, Daniel Daniel 

Shipman, Dr John G. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Write, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Young, Samuel 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Henry 
J. Wilson. 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
| Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds | Bignold, Arthur 


Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 

Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt Hn.SirMichael 


icks 


Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 

| Bond, Edward 
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Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Loid Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Seott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 
Farquharson, Dr. Roberts 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch,,George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H(Cityof Lond. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn.J E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ ml'ts 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir E. W. (B’ry St. Ed. 
Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence (K’nt, Ashf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Helder, Augustus 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield Brightside 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Keswick, William 

Kinloch, Sir George Smyth 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M’Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martino, Richard Biddulph 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf rd) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Watler (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 
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| Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 
Rasch,Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James, (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.EB.(Isleof Wight) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M’ Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Willlams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York.E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2.—Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘That a sum not exceeding 
£18,940,400. be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Pay, Allow- 
ances, and other Charges of His Majesty's 
Army at Home and Abroad (exclusive of 
India) (General Staff, Regiments, Reserve, 
and Departments), which will come in 
course of payment during the year end- 
ing on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 


(11.0.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) pointed out that 
on the Vote for Staff there was an apparent 
decrease of £23,000. Asa matter of fact, 


that was not a decrease on the normal 
Estimates, or even on the normal war 
Estimates, Last year there was an ad- 
dition of £60,000 for the extra cost of staff 
in connection with the Army Corps 
scheme. He did not wish in any way 10 
oppose the necessary increase of the 
Army, or even the necessary increase of 
the staff, as far as the war was concerned, 
nor did he desire to decrease the efhiciency 
of the Army, but when he found that 
last year there was spent £60,000, and 
this year provision was made for an 
expenditure of a further £36,000 on the 
staff of imaginary Army Corps, he thought 
it was a point of which some notice 
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should be taken. He did not wish it to 
be said that they on that side had done 
anything to hamper the War Office in 
the conduct of the war, and therefore, 
he would not move a reduction of the 
Vote, but certainly some explanation was 
required. He would not object if any 
real gain had been effected by the institu- 
tion of Army Corps. If such had been 
the case, there ought to have been some 
corresponding reduction in the War Office 
Vote in consequence of decentralisation, 
but, on looking through the salaries of 
the staff of the Department, he found 
increases to the amount of £27,000, the 
only decrease being one of £850. It must 
be said that some part of the £96,000 
was for warexpenditure. But it appeared 
as increased cost in connection with the 
new system of Army Corps, and those new 
Army Corps had done no new work which 
could not have been done by the old 
districts. 


Lorp STANLEY said that the decrease 
of £42,000 was partly met by an increase 
of £20,000 under sub-head B. That 
£20,000 was opened out as a new sub- 
head to meet the wishes of the Public 
Accounts Committee, who desired to have 
a sub-head for this particular branch of 
the Service. The remainder of the 
decrease was made up by a reduction in 
the staff in South Africa, and also in 
China. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
the noble Lord had mistaken the point. 
His objection was not to the decrease 
this year, but to the fact that in the two 
years £90,000 was put down as the in- 
creased expenses in connection with Army 
Corps which were mythical as far as the 
actual power of the country was 
concerned. 


*(11.8.) Sik JOHN COLOMB (Great 
Yarmouth) was sorry to see that 
the War Office had still got some 
of the old leaven, for 
gave something to the soldier with 
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when they | 


one hand they always took away some- | 


thing with the other. 


He wanted some | 


detailed explanation of what the War 
Office was proposing to do in regard to | 


good conduct pay. He feared that the 
proposal was to give to the best con- 


ducted soldier something imaginary and | 


to take away something real. As he 
understood the proposal, good conduct 


pay was to cease, and, instead of a soldier ‘South Africa. 
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getting a penny for each good con- 
duct badge, everybody would get 
sixpence a day. There would be 
no penny a day for good conduct, 
but the man who had not a good 
conduct stripe would be fined a 
penny for offences which, under the old 
system, would be punished by the stop- 
page of good conduct pay. The matter 
was not very clear, and the Committee 
should be given some detailed explanation 
as to the real bearing of the proposal. 
Under present conditions, a man entered 
the Service on the understanding that 
after a certain period he would be en- 
titled toa good conduct badge, carrying 
with it certain pay, and after a further 
period, to another badge, and soon. The 
extra sixpence aday would not come into 
operation until April lst, 1904. What 
was to be the position of men between 
now and then who enlisted under exist- 
ing conditions? Were the mento get 
the good conduct pay to which, under 
existing regulations, they were entitled ? 
Would the sixpence a day in 1904 be in 
addition to their good conduct pay ? 
These were points which required to be 
cleared up, because there was nothing 
that had so militated against the repu- 
tation of the Army inthe matter of 
recruiting asthe fact that certain con- 
cessions were boomed all over the 
country, and then when a man enlisted 
he found the conditions were really ne 
better because various subterranean 
arrangements reduced the advantages he 
had expected to receive. Another point of 
considerable importance on the present 
Vote was that for the general staff. When 
the Army Corps scheme was proposed he 
ventured to point out that it would mean 
an accumulated staff. Although practi- 
cally the whole of the Army was in 
South Africa, the charge for staff upon 
this Vote was equivalent to the total pay 
charge of seven cavalry regiments of the 
line. Everybody who had studied the 
history of Army Reform knew that it 
always ended in leaving matters very 
much where they were, except in one 
particular; there was always an increase 
of staff. They would be told that his 
contention was all wrong, and_ the 
scheme all right, that the staff of the 
Army Corps was complete, but there 
were no men, and that of course there 
could be no men, because they were in 
But there was a staff in 








893 Supply = {riuy 


South Africa as well. They had been 
told that the staff of the Army Corps at 
Aldershot were very busy. What were 
they doing ? They were training 
Yeomanry to fill up gaps in South Africa. 


When he was in the service the training | 


of men to fill up gaps was the duty of 
drill sergeants, adjutants, and subalterns, 
but apparently it now took a Lieutenant- 
General and all his retinue to do this. 
He was not saying it was unnecessary to 
have a sufficient staff, but simply that 
the Committee ought to keep its eyes 
very closely on the accumulation of 
staff. 


(11.20.) Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) 
drew attention to a sum of £20,000 in 
the Estimates for Field Intelligence. He 
understood that that was merely a token 
Vote for some unknown sum to be 
expended as seeret service money in 
the South African war. In the Appro- 
priation Accounts, 1900-1, the Auditor- 
General had pointed out that there was 
a sum of nearly £40,000 charged to Vote 
1, Item A, for services of a confidential 
character in obtaining intelligence in the 
field in South Africa, and last year the 
Public Accounts Committee expressed the 
opinion that charges of that kind ought 
not in future to be made without Parlia- 
mentary sanction, but that provision 
ought to be made by means of a token 
vote for the question to be discussed. 
The Treasury concurred in that view, 
and he supposed the result was this new 
sub-head B. This was an important 
question, inasmuch as it represented an 
additional sum to be spent on secret 
service work. Before the war a sum of 
£10,000 was annually voted for that 
purpose. When the war began the 
amount was increased to £30,000 ; last 
year and this year it was increased to 
£65,000, and he took it that this £20,000 
was in addition to the £65,000. That was 
a very large increase, in regard to which 
the Committee were entitled to some ex- 
planation. Under Article 660 of the 
Allowance Regulations a sum of £300, 
which had now been increased to £1,000, 
per quarter, was allowed to an officer 
commanding an army in war-like opera- 
tions for the purpose of obtaining in- 
telligence, on his certifying that the 
amount had been so expended on his 
authority, and included no pay to any 
officer or soldier of His Majesty’s forces. 

Sir John Colomb. 


{COMMONS} 
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' Inthe Public Accounts Committeelast year 
it was elicited from the Auditor-General 
that for £4,100 he had received no. 
voucher whatever; all he had was a 
note from the Secretary of State jor 
War saying that the money had been 
expended. Was this sum of £20,000 
the amount intended to be spent, or was 
it merely a token Vote to enable the 
question to be discussed? If the latter, 
how much was really expected to be 
spent ? The Committee should be very 
careful about placing a power of this 
kind in the hands of anybody. He also 
desired to ask, with regard to the £40,000 
spent in 1900-1, whether there was a 
certificate of the commanding officer in 
every case, or whether some of the 
money was allowed on the certificates 
of subordinate officers, and whether for 
any part of the money there was no 
voucher at all, but simply a note from 
the Secretary of State for War. 

(11.25.) Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) 
proposed to reduce the vote by £100 in 
order to call attention to what he con- 
sidered was one of the greatest scandals 
in connection with the war. It had 
continually happened that soldiers, after 
having served their country well and 
satisfactorily, and, in many cases, been 
discharged through sickness or wounds, 
had been unable for months to obtain 
from the War Office the pay and 
gratuities to which they were entitled. 
Such eases would be well known to 
nearly every Member of the House. In 
one ease, a young fellow. whom he had 
encouraged to enlist, had suffered so 
severely from enteric that insteal of 
weighing 10} stone he was a miserable 
shrunken creature of 6$ stone. That 
man, who had served well, and hal been 
discharged because His Majesty had no 
further use for nim, had actually not a 
penny to buy himself food, and yet the War 
Office owed him £8 in respect of pay and 
gratuities. In another case, an officer in 
the Yeomanry, after having served his 
first term, entirely from patriotic motives, 
did not apply for his discharge, but left 
his name so that he was _ liable 
to be again called on. He was again 
called on, and he went out to South 
Africa a second time, without having re- 
ceived the pay to which he was entitled 
for his first services. Such things ought 
not to occur, especially if the Govern- 
ment desired a satisfactory response to 
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their call for soldiers. A striking illustra- 
tion on this point was to be found inthe 
Appropriation Accounts just issued. In 
page 138 and following pages there was 
a long list of various items of pay, which 
had not been paid though due when the 
accounts were issued. The note at the 
top stated that the table was a statement 
of the accounts which had been received 
in the War Office on September 30th, 1901, 
but which could not be allowed in time 
to be included in the Appropriation 
Act, 1901; and the total amount was 
no less than £549,079. He contended 
that the delay which had undoubtedly 
happened was entirely unnecessary. It 
was said that certain papers had been 
lost. But that was not the fault of the 
soldiers. He did not ask that the entire 
amount should be paidif the whole of the 
particulars were not to hand, but at any 
rate a sufficient amount might be given 
to prevent the men being in the condition 
in which many of them had been for 
months past. 

There was one other matter which he 
thought should have the attention 
of the Committee, and that was that 
whereas last year a sum of £2,340,000 


was voted for gratuities for troops 
on active service, this year only 


£350,000 was asked for, a reduction of 

practically £2,000,000.. What it came to 
was this. The money provided last year 

for gratuities to the soldiers at the end of 

the war, was spent for some other pur- 
pose, and this year, although the estimate 

placed before the House was based on the 

idea that the war would come to an end 

in*eight or nine months, the amount 

stated was not what would be required 

if the war did come to an end in that 

periad. He thought, therefore, it would 

be within proper bounds to describe this 

estimate as deceptive for one or other view 

was wrong. Ifthe war should be over 

in eight or nine months they would have 

to provide money for gratuities to the 

troops, but if, on the other hand, this 

like so many previous forecasts should be 

wron.gthen the item for war expenditure 

was absurdly too small. The point he) 
wished to impress on the Committee was 

the bad way in which both Regulars and 

Volunteers had been treated in t he matter 

of their pay when they returned home | 
from Sonth Africa after serving their | 
country, He moved to reduce the Vote 

by £100. 


{7 Marcu 1902} 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £18,940,300, 
be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. 
Whatley.) 

(11.32.) Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said the 
question raised by the hon. and gallant 
Member for Yarmouth was important, 
and it was one to which the attention of 
the country should be directed. There 
was a natural tendency to an increase of 
the general staff. This year there was a 
decrease in the amount put down for the 
general staff, but when he looked at the 
statement he found that this was due 
mainly to the changing of the money 
from one Vote toanother. It was not a 
real decrease. Last year there was an 
increase of £199,000, and that, of course, 
was the result of the Army Corps system, 
which they were told Ly a former Secre- 
tary of State was very necessary to 
provide properly for those who 
would return’ from the _ Front. 
He hoped the Secretary of State 
for War, in dealing with military 
reform, would not forget the necessities 
of the case from the civilian point of 
view. The noble Lord the Member for 
the Westhoughton Division referred last 
night to the alteration that was proposed 
in the arrangements of the auxiliary 
forces. According tothe Vote, there was 
a reduction for two Deputy Assistant 
Adjutant Generals, but the noble Lord 
told the Committee that instead of being 
a reduction it was really an increase, 
because instead of having two gentlemen 
at the War Office there were to he two 
gentlemen with each Army Corps ; that 
was to say, they were going to abolish 
two gentlemen and appoint twelve. [Lord 
STaNLEY shook his head.} That was 
certainly what he understood the noble 
Lord to say. 


Lorp STANLEY: These two gentle- 
men at headquarters are going to be abol- 
ished. In their place we are not going to 
attach anybody permanently to the Army 
Corps, but we are going to see if we cannot 
get an officer who will be willing to advise 
the general officers commanding in the 
branches in all questions affecting their 
particular affairs. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Without pay 7] Yes, without pay. 

Mr. SEELY prophesied that it would 
end in what he said. They would want 
somebody to do the work. A man who 
did it without pay must either be a man 
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who had nothing to do, or one of 
extreme patriotism. Although no doubt 
they would get such a man in time of 
war, they would not in time of peace. 
If they got a manfor nothing, he would 
probably be a man of no great capacity 
and who wold not be of much use. 
He hoped this alteration did not imply 
any intention on the part of the War 
Office to alter the arrangement they 
made in regard to the auxiliary forces, 
because he thought it was generally 
considered by officers commanding 
Volunteers and others connected with 
that force that General Turner had been 
the best man they had ever had. What- 
ever difficulties the Volunteers had had 
as to the general regulations, with 
regard to the working details of the 
auxiliary forces that officer had been 
thoroughly successful. 


(1:.40.) Mr. LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton) said he-was not one of those who 
denounced this reckless and profligate 
expenditure, nor did he venture to 
prophesy anything. He wanted to know 
where in this Vote money was taken for 
the Basutos and Kaffirs. He was told 
that a Jarge number of the Basutos were 
called “ civilian nightwatchers,’’ and that 
Kaftirs garrisoned one-half of the block- 
houses without any white men. The 
Committee ought to know how much 
they received in pay. He understood 
that they received more pay than was 
offered to the British soldier. That 
seemed a preposterous thing. He was 
told that the Basutos were armed as fully 
as our men, and that they were used for 
outpost duty. It was stated that black 
men were not to be employed in the war, 
but that did not humbug the Boers and 
it did not humbug the Committee. 


Mr. BRODRICK said he had already 
given an explanation on this point, but 
the hon. Member was not in the House. 
Any policeman in Scotland Yard might 
be said to be on outpost duty. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE:: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman tell me under what Vote 
this charge can be found ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It would be the 
Transport Vote. That is more in 
their line! In regard to the question of 
good conduct badges, the men already 
enlisted will retain all the rights they 
now have; the men, however, who come 


Mr, Seely. 


ne 
ayo 
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under the new regulations will have the 
opportunity of getting two good conduct 


badges, but one will not carry the 


penny extra because they will be 
getting the extra sixpence a day. Then 
an hon. Member opposite appealed to me 
about the expenditure in the Intelligence 
Department of the Army. I will under- 
take to do all in my power to regularise 
that expenditure, as in the other Depart- 
ments. As to the delays that have 
occurred in paying certain of the Yeo 
manry, it is almost inevitable, under the 
circumstances of the immense pressure 
brought to bear by public opinion to 
relieve the Yeomanry at a very early 
date, that some delay in arranging for 
their pay should have occurred. 
Kitchener sent them down to embark at 
all sorts of places, but when it was found 
that the papers were a long time in 


arriving, we made a definite attempt to. 


pay the men what they were entitled to; 


and [ can assure the hon. Member that. 


the number of those who have not been 
paid has been reduced to a very small 
proportion indeed. Lord Roberts him- 


self has looked into the question as. 


regards the new Yeomanry, and I will 
undertake that so far as that, is concerned 
these claims shall be settled with the 
utmost business rapidity. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that there was 
half a million of money that had not 
been paid long after the accounts had 
been handed into the War Office. 

(11.50.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
said that the explanation of the Secre- 
tary for War was not satisfactory. He 


failed to see why there should be a. 


demand for £200,000 to increase the 
existing large staft of the Commander ‘in- 
Chief in England. 
in England was not so great as when the 
former staff was regarded as sufficient. 


Mr. BRODRICK: 


There are more 


troops in England now than there were: 


three years ago, before the war began. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said that 
that statement required qualification. 
He did not want to dispute with the 
Secretary of State for War, but many of 
these troops were Volunteers and Militia- 
men. Most of them were not at the 
present moment embodied, and only 
existed on paper. Therefore they could 
give no more work to the staff. At the 


present moment, when they wanted to. 


Estimates. 828: 


Lord. 


The number of troops. 
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increase the efficiency of the rank and 
file, it was foolish to spend more money 
on the staff—especially when it was well 
known that this country paid twice as 
much on the staff as any other country 
in the world. 
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not thoroughly satisfactory. What he 
wanted to impress on the right hon. 
Gentleman was, that in considering a 
scheme for the reform of the Army, the 
civilian side of the staff ought to be 
looked after very carefully. 


Estimates. 





MaJor SEELY said that his right hon. 


friend had misunderstood him. He did 

not wish to imply for a moment 

that the whole of the staff were 
AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

jlake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Engene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Allhusen, AugustusHen’y Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,.Rt HnGerard W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. HnSirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


_ Jones, William Carnarvonshire 


Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
McVeigh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. ( onan 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 


| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
M y 
ey 


O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


NOES. 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgew) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 


Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(C’atham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HonSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 


Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick.S. W 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gordon,Hn J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,Maj Evans(T’rH mlets 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


(11.56.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 162. (Division List No. 62.) 


! 6 


Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

tedmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighis. ) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer,Rt HnC. R.(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT) 
White, Patrick (Mea.h, North) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Nussey Mr. 
Whitley. 


and 


| Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, Sir EW(BrySEdm nds 
Hain, Edward 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Helder, Augustus 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield. Brightside 
Howard,John( Kent, Favers’am 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
| Johnston, William (Beltast) 
| Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 
| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Law, Andrew Bonar 
| Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
| Lee, ArthurH. (Hants.,Farel’m 
| Lees, Sir Eliiott (Birkenhead) 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
| Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long, Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Lueas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
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Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(W’lt’'amstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


{COMMONS} 


Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.([sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
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Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedle 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,J ohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmere, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 





Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Peel, HnWm. Robert Wellesley 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 

It being after Midnight, the Chair- 
man left his Chair to make his report 
to the House. 

Resolutions to be reported upon 
Monday next; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE said he wished to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
having regard to the large number of 
Members who wished to take part in 
the debate on the War Office contracts, 
if he could now say whether more than 
one day would be given to the Motion. 


Smr M. HICKS BEACH: I have been 
making inquiries, and find that there is 
a strong desire in favour of a two days 
debate. I feel bound to do my best to 
make arrangements accordingly, but 
having regard tothe exigencies of Supply 


the only way of meeting the wishes of | 


hon. Members is to postpone the date of 
the debate until after the House has 
passed the Supply necessary to be taken 
for the first Appropriation Bill. I find 
that the most convenient course of 
business next week will be to continue 
on Monday the Estimates, taking Vote 
9 of the Army, and Votes 9 and 10, and, 
perhaps, part of Vote 8, of the Navy; 
on Tuesday to continue the discussion of 
those Votes, and to take the Report of 
Votes agreed to today ; on Thursday to 
take the Report of the Vote on Account 
and all other Reports; and on Friday to 
mvyoe the Speaker out of the Chair on 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


the Civil Service Estimates. Then the 
following Monday and Tuesday will be 
given to the debate to be initiated by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. It may 
be necessary to place before the Motion 
of the right hon. Gentleman certain 
stages of the Consolidated Fund Bill. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE said that 
Tuesday, the 18th, had been secured for 
a Motion in which many persons were 
interested, and on which there was a 
deputation the other day of the Parlia- 
mentary Committee of the Trades Union 
Congress to the Cabinet, represented by 
Mr. Ritchie, and Lord James,who said that 
he wished the matter should be discussed 
this session. It was possible that the 
fortunes of the ballot would give them 
another Tuesday, but he should, in spite 


‘of the arrangement made, oppose the 


Motion to take Tuesday for Government 
and take a division on it. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND pointed out 
that it would be necessary for the Third 
Reading of the Appropriation Bill to be 
taken on Thursday, the 20th, in order 
that they might have an opportunity of 
raising questions. 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 
know that that was part of the arrange 
ment, but I will see what can be cone. 
With regard to what has fallen from the 
right hon. Baronet, I would point out 
that the Tuesday in any case !ad 
already been allotted to Supply or to the 
new Rules. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after 
Twelve o’clock, till next Monday. 


Member, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 10th March, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have not been complied with :— 

,, Mexborough and Swinton Tramways. 
~ Hastings Tramways. 

Newcastle - upon - Tyne 

Tramways Extension. 

Birmingham and Midland Tramways. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [u.1.]. 
Witnesses ordered attend the 


Corporation 


to 


< Select Committee. 


NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 
The King’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with 

Amendments. 
L. Elgin (£. Elgin) (chairman), 
E. Bradford, 
E. Stamford, 
l.. Carew, 

L. Shute (V. Barrington). 
BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [H.L.]}. 

teport from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 


Table : The orders made on the 13th and 


: 27th of February last discharged; and 


Bill committed forthwith. 
DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [H.L.]. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 


with the consideration of the Bill, no) 


parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on the 13th 
and 27th of February last discharged ; 
and Bill committed. 


TRANSIT COMPANY BILL [u.1.], 
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ISLE OF WIGHT CENTRAL RAILWAY 
BILL [u.1.], 


Committed. 
RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [H.L. ], 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [u.1.}, 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [1.1.1], 
NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 

BILL [u.1.], 
STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.], 
Committed ; the Committees to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


BAKER 


NOBEL’S EXPLOSIVES COMPANY, 
LIMITED (ARDEER WORKS WATER 
SUPPLY), BILL [u.1.}. 


The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the promoters do not 
intend to proceed further with the Bill : 
Ordered that the Bill be not further pro- 
ceeded with. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

MISCELLANEOUS: No. 4 (1902). 
Sugar Conference at Brussels; Des- 
patch from the British Delegates inclosing 


copy of the Convention signed on 5th 
March, 1902. 


TRADES REPORTS. 


Annual Series: No. 2747—Columbia 
(excepting Panama district). 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 


~ drawn: read, and ordered to lie on the to lie on the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

1. Order in Council of 6th March, 
/1902, entitled the “China (Whangpo 
| River Conservancy) Order in Council, 
| 1902.” 

2. Orders in Council of 6th March, 
1902, applying the provisions of “ The 
‘Colonial Prisoners Removal Act, 1884,” 
‘to the Protectorates of Northern and 


‘Southern Nigeria. 


| . 
LIVERPOOL GRAIN STORAGE AND) EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 To 1895. 


Order in Council of 6th March, 1902, 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER | giving effect to the Anglo-Belgian Extra- 


BILL [n.1], 
Reported, with amendments. 
VOL. CIV. [FouRTH SERIES. | 


| dition Treaty, signed 29th October, 1901, 


and ratified 6th December, 1901. 
2G 
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BRITISH SETTLEMENT ACT, 1887. 


Order in Council of 6th March, 1902, 
relating to the transfer of British New 


Guinea to the authority of the Common- | 


wealth of Australia. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 


Order in Council of 6th March, 1902, | 


further postponing until the Ist July, 


1902, the operation of the Land Transfer | 


Act, 1897, in the City of London. 


ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 anv 1879. 


” Orders in Council of 6th March, 1902, | 


constituting Spring Assize Counties Nos. 
2 and 3. 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS (IRELAND). 

Returns of the Official Assignees of the 
Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland and the 
local courts, Belfast and Cork, for the 
year 1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL [H.L.}. 

A Bil for establishing a Water Board 
to manage the supply of water within 
London and certain adjoininy districts, 
for transferring to the Water Board the 
undertakings of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies, and for other purposes 
connected therewith—was presented by 
the Lord James of Hereford; read 1*; 


to be printed; and to be read 2* on 


Thurday next. [No. 27.] 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — LORD 
METHUEN’S REVERSE. 
EarL SPENCER: Ishould like to ask 


whether His Majesty’s Government have | 


any news to communicate to the House 
from South Africa. 


*THoeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Raciay): My 
Lords, the following telegrams have 
been received at the War Office from 
Lord Kitchener— 


Pretoria, 10.30 a.m., March 8th. 


“| greatly regret to have to send you bad | 


news about Methuen. He was moving with 
900 mounted troops under Major Paris and 300 
infantry, four guns, and one Pom-Pom from 
Wynburg to Lichtenburg, and was to meet 
Grenfell with 1,300 mounted troops at Rovir- 
ainesfontein on the 8th. 
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“Yesterday morning early he was attacked 
by De la Rey’s force between Tweebosch and 
Palmietknilt The Boers charged on three 
sides. 
“Five hundred and fifty mounted troops 
have come into line at Maribogo and 
| Kraaipan. They were pursued by Boers for 
' four miles from scene of action. 
| They report Lord Methuen, Major Paris, 
| guns, baggage, etc., were captured by Boers, 
Lord Methuen when last seen was a prisoner. 
“Tf have no details of casualties or any 
further information at present. Will keep 
you informed, and would suggest your delay- 
ing publication till I can send you definite 
news. 
“T had already arranged to send troops to 
this district. 
“I think this sudden revival of activity on 
the part of De la Rey is in order to draw off 
| troops pressing De Wet.” 


Pretoria, March 9th. 
| “Major Paris has come in with re- 
mainder of men to Kraaipan. His report is 
that the column was moving in two parties, 
some with ox wagons left Tweebosch at 
3 a.m. ; mule wagons an hour later. 

“Just after dawn Boers attacked. Before 
reinforcements could reach them the rear 
screen broke ; meantime a large number of 
Boers galloping up on both flanks. These 
were at first checked by flank parties, but a 
panic and stampede of mules had begun and 
all the mule wagons with a terrible mixture 
of mounted men rushed past the ox wagons. 
Allefforts to check them were unavailing. 

‘** Major Paris collected some forty men and 
oceupied position a mile in front of ox wagons, 
which were then halted. After gallant but 
useless defence the enemy rushed into ox 
wagons, and Lord Methuen was wounded in 
thigh. 

‘* Major Paris, being surrounded, surrendered 
at 10 a.m. 

“ Lord Methuen is still in Boer camp. 

“ Casualties'as follows— 

KILLED. 


‘** Lieutenants G. R. Venning and T. P. W. 
Nesham, both Royal Field Artillery ; Lieu- 
tenant G. Hartley, Steinacker’s Horse, and 
thirty-eight other ranks. 

WOUNDED. 


| Colonel J. G. Wilson, 3rd Battalion York 
and Lancaster Regiment, dangerous ; Captain 
J. D. Outram, 3rd Battalion Highland Light 
Infantry, severe ; Lieutenant M. Dennis, Yeo- 
manry, severe ; Lieutenant Nash, Cape Police, 
severe; and Lieutenant R. H. Logan, Yeo- 
manry, severe ; and seventy-two other ranks 
wounded, not yet received. 
MISSING. 


“Captain Tilney, 17th Lancers, and 200 
others; but many of them are probably 
| amongst those who have come into line. 

“Lieutenants Nesham and Venning were 
killed whilst gallantly serving their guns with 
| case.’ 
| 
| *Eart ROBERTS: My Lords, as Com- 
| mander-in-Chief of the Army and one 
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who in South Africa had full oppor- 


tunities of estimating Lord Methuen’s | 


military qualifications as a commander, 
I feel that it would be unfair to him, 
and discouraging to the other com- 
manders in the field, were I not to 
make, on the occasion of this un- 
fortunate occurrence of which we have 
just heard, some expression of my 
appreciation of Lord Methuen’s services 
during the war. When | arrived in 
South Africa in January, 1900, Lord 
Methuen was being subjected to very 
adverse criticism on account of his 


failure to force the Boer position at 


Magersfontein. One of the questions 
I had to decide was whether I should 
recommend that Lord Methuen should 
be recalled to England, or whether I 
should continue to employ him as one 
of my divisional commanders. I re- 
solved to wait until I could see Lord 
Methuen myself and the troops under 
his command, and perhaps have an 
opportunity of personally inspecting the 


Boer position. The Boer position 
occupied a front of some eight miles 
across the railway. It was very 


difficult country, and completely blocked 
the road towards Kimberley. Lord 
Methuen found himself there with 
about 12,000 men, thirty-five guns, and 
only 1,000 mounted troops. His orders 
weretorelieve Kimberley ; and, influenced 
by the belief that the garrison and the 
inhabitants of Kimberley were in far 
greater straits than eventually turned 
out to be the case, Lord Methuen 
decided that he must make an effort to 
get to them. He saw that to attack 
by day would involve very heavy 
loss, and he decided to try a_ night 
attack. Night attacks are prover- 
bially risky. But on this occasion the 
enemy were most certainly surprised, 
and there seems some reason to believe 
that, if the Highland alignment had not 
been broken by the thick bush and 
the deployment of the men _ thereby 
prevented, it is possible he might have 
succeeded. But I confess that when I 
had made a careful survey of the Boer 
position I came to the conclusion that 
Lord Methuen had been given an 
almost impossible task. When I arrived 
at Modder River on February 11th with 
a view of operating for the relief of 


Kimberley, I had at my disposal 45,000 | 
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men and 136 guns, and of these men 
6,000 were mounted. This enabled me 
to make a wide turning movement, which 
with Lord Methuen’s smaller force was 
impossible, and the success which was 
attained on that occasion was due to 
the greater mobility and strength of 
the forces which I had under my 
control. JI came to the conclusion, 
therefore, that Lord Methuen could not 
be blamed for the failure to relieve 
Kimberley, and I decided, therefore, to 
keep him in hiscommand. From that 
time until the present, which is more 
than two years, Lord Methuen has 
carried on his work with zeal, intelli- 
gence, and great perseverance. He 
has not had a check; he is beloved by 
his men; no work is too hard for him 
or for them. I feel sure that the 
House will be deeply grieved with me 
at what has occurred. I ask you to 
agree with me in my sympathy for this 
gallant officer in his present unfortunate 
position, and to reserve any adverse 
criticism on what has taken place until 
we have definite information as_ to 
whom the responsibility rests on and 
who is to blame for what has occurred. 
Of one thing I have no doubt—Lord 
Methuen has on more than one occasion 
assisted, helped, and looked after Veneral 
Delarey’s wife and family; and I am 
sure, from the desire to act in a humane 
and civilised manner, which General 
Dalarey has shown throughout the 
war, that Lord Methuen will be 
taken every care of by him. 


Methuew’s Reverse. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I hardly 
like to allow the interesting speech which 
has just been made to be heard by your 
Lordships without adding afew words. |] 


/am quite sure your Lordships have no 


necessity to assure the gallant Field- 
Marshal that no one at this moment 
would criticise, in the slightest degree, any 
action of Lord Methuen’s during the war, 
or the continuance of him in his high 
command. We all appreciate very much 
the feeling which the noble and gallant 
Earl the Field-Marshal has shown in 
what he has said. We have the deepest 
possible sympathy for one whom we 
always knew as one of the most zealous 
soldiers in this country, and we have 
followed with the deepest possible 
interest his career in South Africa. 


2G2 
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It is not for me or any.one of your 
Lordships to offer or hint at any 
criticism on the action which took place 
in the earlier period to which the noble 
and gallant Earl referred. We are sure 
that the noble and gallant Earl was 
justified in the confidence which he 
afterwards placed in Lord Methuen. 
Everybody in this country will deeply 
regret the misfortune that has happened 
to him, and feel the deepest possible 
sympathy for Lord Methuen. I thought 
: should say these few words after what 
the noble and gallant Earl has said, 
because it would, I am sure, be very dis- 
tasteful to your Lordships if anyone in 
this House failed to feel the fullest sym- 
pathy for Lord Methuen. 


ThE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALts- 
BpuRY): My Lords, I am sure that the 
feeling in this House will be one of 
sincere sympathy with the generous 
and graceful language which has been 
used by the Commander-in-Chief, and 
which has been reciprocated by the 
noble Earl opposite. This would not 
be the time, even if the time ever 
occurred, to enter into any examination 
of Lord Methuen’s actions. We are quite 
certain that he has displayed on this 
occasion, as he always has, the greatest 


gallantry, and that he deserves the 
highest sympathy of His Majesty’s 
subjects. I have only risen to enforce 


the suggestion of the noble Earl the Com- 
mander-in-Chief that we should defer any 
criticism o: the very sad _ intelligence 
which has reached us until all the details 
are more fully before us and we can 
speak with greater confidence of matters 
which are far from clear at the present 
moment. We are convinced that Lord 
Methuen has done his best, and has been 
the victim of a most melancholy coinci- 
dence; and I am sure he will feel that in 
his misfortune he has the sympathy and 
also the admiration of his fellow-subjects 
with whom he has lived and for whom 
he has worked. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE— 
COLLECTION OF FEES. 
Ordered, That on and after the first day 
of April next the fees charged at this 
House be collected by means of stamps. 
Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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That the Clerk of the Parliaments do 
communicate with the Lords Commis- 
sioners of His Majesty’s Treasury as to 
the provision of stamps, and any other 
steps necessary for carrying this Order 
into effect. 


Then it was moved to resolve that the 
following new Standing Order be made, 
viz, :-— 


Ordered, That in lieu of the fees hereto- 
fore charged, the fees contained in the 
Schedule hereto be taken in this House 
by stamps on the documents specified in 
the said Schedule, except in the case of 
parties petitioning for leave to sue in 


Jorma pauperis, and that, except in such 


cases, none of the said documents be 
issued from or received at the Parliament 
Office, unless it shall have been duly 
stamped. 


SCHEDULE OF FEEs. 


5 « € 
On Order of Service 1 0 0 
» Recognizance 110 0 


,, Petition not referred to 
Appeal Committee as 110 0 
» Joint Petition, from each 
party thereto ‘ad os 
» On Petition referred to Ap- 
peal Committee (including 
report thereon) sie 
», Cases lodged, including lay- 
ing case on the Table, Bar 
fee, and Counsel attending 
, Motion Paper to set down 
for hearing, — including 
entering Appeal on Cause 
List .. ea es ie 200 
» Judgment i a i 3.0 «0 


615 0 


(NorE.—The stamps are on sale at the 
Fees Office, House of Lords. ) 

*£8 10s. of this amount, representing the 
Bar fee and the fee for Counsel attending at 
the hearing, will be repaid to the parties or 
their agents in cases in which the appeal, after 
being set down for hearing, is withdrawn before 
being heard at the Bar. A similar course will 
be adopted with regard to any other over- 
charge. 

—(The Lord Chancellor); agreed to; the 
said Order to be added to those now applic- 
able to appeals in this House, to be numbered 
XI., and to be printed. [No. 28.] 


CORONATION HOLIDAYS. 
*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the Prime Minister whether His 
Majesty’s Government have considered 
the advisability of proclaiming general 
holidays on the occasion of the Corona- 


| tion and the day of the procession; and 
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if so, whether he will state, for the 
convenience of the commercial com- 
munity, the course which it is proposed 
to adopt. I believe it is the general 
wish of the mercantile community that 
the day of the Coronation should be 
observed as a general holiday. As re- 
gards the following day, that of the 
procession, the streets will no doubt be 
very crowded, and the London banks 
are unanimously of opinion that it would 
be impossible for them to carry on their 
regular business. I believe that those en- 
gaged in commerce consider that, under 
all the circumstances, it would be desirable 
that both days should be proclaimed as 
holidays. At any rate, it would be a 
convenience to all concerned to know 
the intentions of the Government. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
am afraid I must ask for a little delay. 
The measures which are proposed are 
taken under a Statute which has the 
honour of popularly bearing the noble 
Lord’s name, but it does not stand 
alone. There is another Statute which 
has to be interpreted at the same time, 
and that process, as the noble Lord 
knows, does not always result in a lucid 
exposition of the law. I can only inform 
the noble Lord that we are quite con- 
scious of the circumstances to which he 
has referred, and the considerations 
which have influenced so many important 
persons in the commercial community 
of London. There are certain legal 
questions which are under the con- 


sideration ‘of the law officers at the! 


present moment, and as soon as it is 


possible, it is, I believe, the intention | 


that an Order in Council shall be 
issued dealing with the matter. No 
unnecessary time will be lost. 
however, at the present moment, give 
a more definite answer, without danger 
of misleading those whom I address. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: I will repeat the 
Question at any time convenient to the 
noble Marquess. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL [u..]. 

Read 3* (according to order); an 
Amendment made; Bill passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 
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REMOUNT DEPARTMENT—REGISTRA- 
TION OF HORSES FOR WAR. 

*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I rse 
to call attention to the report of 
Lieut.-Col. Birkbeck, Assistant Inspector 
of Remounts in SouthAfrica, and to ask if 
His Majesty's Government contemplate ot 
extending the system of registration 
of horses for war purposes. It may be 
convenient that I shall explain, for the 
information of the House, the system of 
horse registration. Your Lordships may 
be. surprised to hear that not more 
than fifteen years ago there was no such 
thing as a Remount Department, and no 
such person as an Inspector - General of 
Remounts. What we _ should have 
done in those days if there had been a 
sudden and large demand for horses, 
such as we have had in this war, | 
cannot conceive. At that time there was 
an officer who was responsible for the 
purchase of horses for the Reyal Artillery, 
but each Cavalry Colonel boughi for his 
own regiment. There was no central 
organisation whatever. Soon aiter | 
went to the War Office in 1886, a Report 
came before me with regard to the 
purchase of Hungarian horses for one 
of the Egyptian campaigns, and | 
remember that the experience then 
gained showed how almost useless 
such animals were when brought in 
large quantities out of a grass country 
with no corn in them, and how much 
more useful and efficient for making 
war were horses fed on corn and trained 
on hard work. General (then Colonel) 
Ravenhill, who was the officer charged 
with the purchasing of horses for the 
Royal Artillery, proposed that a Remount 
Department should be established at 
headquarters, together with a system 
of registration of horses, the idea being 
that upon payment by the War Office 
of a certain sum per annum as a 
retaining fee, owners might be induced 
to register their horses for purchase by 
the Department, at a fixed price, on 
mobilisation. I was able to convince the 
War Office that the scheme was a sound 
one. The establishment of a Remount 
Department and of a system of regis- 
tration of horses was then approved, 
but it took some time to persuade 
owners that it was worth their while to 
register their horses. General Ravenhill, 
| however, had a very intimate knowledge 
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of horses and horse dealing, and also a very 
persuasive tongue, and in a comparatively 
short time he was successful in inducing 
several large omnibus, tramear and 
other companies to register a very large 
number of their horses. I believe 1 am 
within the mark when I say that one 
company alone registered as many as 
2,000 horses. The registration fee was 
fixed at 10s. a year, and the system was 
started under very favourable circum- 
stances, Masters of Hounds and gentle- 
men in that position also coming forward, 
and registering animals of the hunter 
class. At the beginning of the hostilities 
in South Africa there were something 
like 15,000 horses on the register, and it 
would be very interesting if the noble 
and gallant Lord who represents the 
War Office could tell us how many of 
those horses were taken up for the 
purposes of the war. In his Report 
Lieutenant-Colonel Birkbeck speaks of the 
value of these trained, corn-fed horses as 
compared with untrained grass-fed horses. 
He adds— 

** It may well be stated here that it has been 
absolutely impossible latterly to attempt to 
train remounts ; they have passed throngh the 
Remount Department’s hands far too rapidly to 
enable us to do more than keep back any which 
appeared more than ordinarily wild, and the 
rema nder have gone to the Cavalry depot or 


to the ranks, just capable of being ridden and 
no more.” 


In comparing the different horses Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Birkbeck says— 

‘* Nothing has really come up to the English 
horse for Cavalry and draught. Notwith- 
standing change of diet and climate, he has 
worked and stood hardship better than any.” 


He goes on to state that much of the 
wastage of horseflesh is due to the fact 
that animals are bought, probably off 
grass (except English horses), kept in 
kraals till shipped, and, after having spent 
a month on board, are landed and kept 
generally a week or ten days at the 
coist. where they can get only enough 
exercise to keep them in health and not 
enough to harden them, and make them 
really fit, after which there is the long 
journey up country to a high altitude, 
followed often by immediate issue to 
units and hard work. Lieutenant- 
Colonel Birkbeck continues— 

“It is this combination of circumstances 
against which the English horse, whose muscles 


are developed by continuous work to a much 
greater degree than stock or prairie horses, has, 


Lord Harris. 
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more than others, been abte to stand up. And 
this, I think, peints to the necessity of a much 
larger supply of trained Cavalry and Artillery 
horses being always kept up in a time of peace. 
A regiment of Cavalry should be able to go on 
service with its ranks full of trained horses, 
with, further, a sutficient percentage to cover 
loss by sea, and yet leave behind with the re- 
serve squadron a considerable surplus of horses, 
either temporarily incapacitated or in training, 
which can be drawn upon to remount them 
during the campaign. So long as we have the 
great omnibus companies to fall back upon, we 
need never want for a supply of Artillery 
horses.” 

On page 41 your Lordships — will 
find a telegram from the General Officer 
commanding the lines of communication 
at the Cape to the Secretary of State 
for War, in which he states that— 

‘*The English omnibus horse is also very 
good.” 

The Report of Lieutenant-Colonel Birk- 
beck provesincontestably that the corn-fed 
English horse is of infinitely more value 
than anything we can buy abroad fed on 
grass. This is the first official Report we 
have had on the results of the system of 

registration introduced some ten years 
ago, and I submit that we are bound to 
conclude from it that the system has 
been a success. The whole secret of 
the business is corn and work. I think 
it would have been extremely useful 
if, when the war broke out, instead 
of 15,000 horses, we had had 100,000 
horses on the Register. As to the 
expense, if we had had that number 
of horses registered it would have meant 
£50,000 a year, or, to put it in a different 
way, it would, if the horses had been 
registered for ten years, have added £5 
to the price of each horse. ‘Thatmay sound 
expensive, but it would have been very 
cheap for us if we had had 100,000 
horses so registered at the beginning of 
the war. I submit that it would not 
have been a waste of money, for we 
should have had fit material and should 
have been able to make war effectively. 
It is bad policy to put unfit horses into the 
field when, with the expenditure of a few 
pounds more, you could make certain of 
getting horses in good condition. 1 do 
/not know what answer the noble and 
gallant Lord is going to give, but I 
‘sincerely trust that he will inform the 
| House that the Secretary of State has 
| decided to extend the system of registra- 
ition. I beg to ask the Question standing 
| in my name. 
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*LorpD RAGLAN: My Lords, my noble 
friend has given your Lordships an 
account of the original formation of the 
Remount Department at the time when 
he occupied the position at the War 
Office which I have now the honour to 
hold, and he has expressed the hope that 
the system of registering horses for the 
use of the Army in the event of an 
emergency will be greatly extended. It 
is impossible in a question of this kind 
to exaggerate the importance of condi- 
tion; horses in good condition bear a 
sea voyage tar better, and, of course, 
condition is a sine qua non in the field. 
The greater part of our difficulty in 
South Africa has been due to the fact 
that, owing to pressure of circumstances, 
the Commander-in-chief there has’ been 
obliged to make use of a very large 
number of horses which were not in a 
fit condition. The registered horses are 
divided into two classes—namely, riding 
and draft horses. In the case of riding 
horses the registration system has not 
been altogether very satisfactory, and 
the c!ass of horses obtained has not been 
quite what we should like to have seen. 
There is, however, no dispute as to the 
excellence of the draft horses obtained in 
this way. The omnibus horse, in 
addition to providing a good deal of 
amusement at home and of interest to 
the soldier, has shown himself to be one 
of the very best animals for artillery 
purposes. These horses are very strong, 
are hard worked, and are fed liberally 
by the companies, and they are as hard 
as possible. We have in this year's 
Estimates taken a sum of money for 
extending the system of registration. 
There are strong doubts, however, 
whether this system can be extended 
very largely and the same class of horse 
he got without increasing the registration 
fee. Moreover, the object of registration 
is to get a sufficient number of horses to 
meet the first demands on mobilisation. 
The noble Lord talked about 100,000 
horses, but I think that number would 
be out of the question. T> meet the 
first demands on mobilisation we require 
to lay our hands on 14,000 or 15,000 
horse:, but subsequent purchases would 
naturally have to be made in the open 
market. Bearing these two points in 
mind, we will proceed, in all probability, 
in the direction the noble Lord wishes. 
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The noble Lord spoke of £50,000 a year. 
This, after all, is a very considerable sum, 
and it must be remembered that the 
peculiarity of the British Army is that 
it never knows what sort of war it will 
next be called upon to wage. For 
instance, you may have a war in the 
West of Africa, where you require noth- 
ing but camels, and another up the Nile, 
in which your means of transport would 
be whale-boats. The noble Lord may rest 
assured that we have the matter under 
our serious consideration. 


Department. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
my noble friend Lord Harris, in calling 
attention to this Report, did so for the 
purpose only of speaking on one matter 
in which he has taken particular interest, 
namely, the system of registration of 
horses. I quite agree with the noble Lord 
that it is an excellent plan to push the 
registration system as far as is possible. 
It is especially suitable for the obtaining 
of heavy draft horses for artillery and 
transport purposes, but I do not think 
His Majesty’s Government have taken full 
advantage of their opportunity in this 
respect, for in the ease of the London 
County Council not more than one third, 
or a quarter, of the horses that were 
placed at the disposal of the Government 
by that body were taken by them, though 
they were of the very class which have 
proved so serviceable in South Africa. I 
do not think, however, that this system 
will provide us with all the horses we are 
likely to want in any war. The number 
likely to be obtained by registration is, 
after all, comparatively small. If we had 
relied upon it in the present war, in which 
such an enormous number of horses are 
required, we should have been deluding 
ourselves into a position of false security. 
This Report is a most serious document, 
and one which must bring home to all 
who read it the terrible position we were 
in at the beginning of the war, and the 
want of foresight and judgment displayed 
in the preparations for the war. Indeed, 
I look upon this Report as a monument to 
warn people of the way not to do things. 

This White Paper contains two sets of 
documents. There is, first, the Report of 
Lieutenant-Colonel Birkbeck. I do not 
think that Report takes us very far, 
because it is dated as far back as July, 
1900. In the second place, there are the 
telegrams which have passed between the 
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Generals in the field and the authorities 
at home. The Report opens by stating 
the position of affairs in Cape Colony at 
the commencement of the war, and Lieu- 
venant-Colonel Birkbeck states that on 
the declaration of war the strength of the 
remount animals in Cape Colony was two 
horses, 402 cobs, and 866 mules. That 
was the total reserve of horses provided 
in Cape Colony in October, 1899, at a 
time when His Majesty’s Government had 
been carrying on negotiations with the 
Dutch in South Africa, which they knew 
ran the risk of terminating in war. It 
has been said that it was impossible for 
the Government to accumulate any great 
body of men in Cape Colony and Natal, 
because it would have given offence to the 
Boers, and because it would have met 
with criticism from the Opposition. Ido 
not think that argument can be used 
against the accumulation of more than 
two horses. It seems to me that the 
Government might have secured the 
option of a great number of horses in 
South Africa. Throughout these Reports 
you find that among the very best class 
of horse for service in South Africa has 
been the native African horse, which is 
accustomed to all the surroundings. As 
far as I can gather, no steps whatever had 
been taken, in spite of the fact that His 
Majesty’s Government has been on the 
verge of war, at any rate for four or five 
months, to secure for the future use of 
the troopsin South Africa any considerable 
body of horses, either by purchase or by 
option, supposing war were to break out. 
Lieutenant-Colonel Birkbeck states in his 
Report— 


Remou:=t 


‘This capacity for efficient expansion in 
time of war is lacking in the Remount Depart- 
ment. Its only representatives who could be 
spared from the regular home establishments 
for service in Cape Colony have been Staff 
Captain Mackenzie, R.A. (since dead) and Staff 
Captain H.S.H. Prince Francis of Teck. Of 
the remainder of the war establishment, not a 
single one has had any technical training or 
previous experience in the Department, and 
many of them, fifteen out of thirty-five ofticers, 
now employed have not even had experience 
with the mounted branches of the Service.” 


Is not that a terrible revelation as to 
the condition of the Remount Depart- 
ment in South Africa during the first 
five or six months of the war? Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Birkbeck goes on to state 
what are the particular duties required 
of the remount officers. He says— 

“The movie’ work required at the seat o 
war is (1) 

Lord Tweedmouth. 
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(2) purchase; (3) forwarding by rail to the 
advanced depots ; (4) i-suing to units, in all 
of which a knowledge of horses and stable 
management, on a large scale, is necessary.” 
It is perfectly clear that hardly any of 
the men under Lieutenant - Colonel 
Birkbeck’s authority were endowed with 
either the knowledge or the experience 
to enable them to fulfil their important 
duties, I will not say well, but even 
decently. I submit again that it would 
have been very easy to have got together, 
at the beginning of the war, a body of 
non-combatants well experienced in the 
landing, classification, and purchase of 
horses, who could have undertaken these 
duties efficiently, and have obviated the 
necessity of weakening the forces in the 
field by delegating officers to this work. 

The next point to which I would draw 
attention is contained in the telegrams 
which follow at the end of the Report, 
and some of them are very remarkable. 
Lord Roberts, telegraphing from Paarde- 
berg on February 24th, 1900, said— 

*“ Please arrange for early and steady supply 
remounts for batteries of Horse Artillery, 
Cavalry, Field Artillery, and Mounted In- 
fantry. Without mobile f. ree t can do nothing 
in this country.” 

Again, telegraphing from Poplar Grove, 
on March 9th, 1900, Lord Reberts said 


‘* Am anxious to bring your notice urgent 
necessity for constant supply horses being sent 
to South Africa. Owing to want of ferage 
and hard work a great many have been lost 
during the last month. Success campaign so 
materially depends on mounted troops being 
efficient, that trust there wiil be no want of 
good, serviceable horses.” 


The point I want to insist upon with 
regard to these demands is, that at 
that time there were, in South Africa, 
any number of horses. I have been 
informed by a Member of your Lord- 
ships’ House, Lord Denman, who has 
served in South Africa, that at one 
time—during the months of August and 
September, 1900—an area of fifty miles 
round about Harrismith was overrun 
with thousands and thousands of horses 
of excellent quality. But he and the 
troops in the Harrismith district, as, 
indeed, throughout the whole of South 
Africa at that time, had the strictest 
orders not to take the horses, and not 
We heard at 
the time of the last election that every 
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horse left to the Boers at the beginning 
of the war was a fighting man given to 
the Boers. As far as I can make out, 
it never occurred to the people at home 
that it would be desirable to seize these 
horses until towards the end of December, 
1900. On that date, the Secretary of 
State for War telegraphed to Lord 
Kitchener— 

“Tt is felt here that you should not hesitate 

to commandeer all available horses in Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colonies. Consult 
Sir A. Milner, and report whether any similar 
steps are desirable in districts of Cape Colony, 
which may be placed under martial law to 
check the enemy’s advance.” 
But, in the meantime, General De Wet 
had paid a visit to the district and had 
swept up the best of these horses. The 
Boer General had no scruples about 
seizing them, and he took them without 
paying for them, and used them as 
mounts for his own men and for those of 
his compatriots. When the British policy 
changed, and the military authorities 
began to commandeer horses, they found 
that all the best horses had been ap- 
propriated by De Wet. I think that two 
points on which we have a right to 
demand explanation are, first, why, at 
the beginning of the war, steps were not 
taken to secure horses in South Africa, 
and, secondly, why so long a time was 
allowed to elapse when the war did 
begin before the opportunity of taking a 
full number of the horses that were 
running about the country was used. 
The information conveyed in the White 
Paper is sufficient to fill us with wonder 
and regret that, through want of better 
care and management, so much should 
have been done to prolong the war and 
to cause loss and suffering to our troops 
in South Africa. 


*Lorp HARRIS: I desire to express 
my thanks to the noble and gallant Lord 
who represents the War Office for his 
reply, and to say that I am very glad to 
hear that the system of registration is 
going to be extended, if only with regard 
to dratt horses. With regard to the 
number of 100,000, that was simply a 
round figure which [ used. I must not 
be held too tightly to it. At the same 
time, I am still of opinion that if it were 
possible to get 100,000 corn-fed horses on 
these terms, it would be much more 
advantageous than obtaining from foreign 
countries horses which are not in con- 
dition. 
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THE BRUSSELS SUGAR CONVENTION. 
*Lorp PIRBRIGHT, in rising to “ call 
attention to the Brussels Sugar Conven- 
tion, and to ask the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, whether by Article 
VI. of that Convention, Spain, Italy, 
Roumania, and Sweden are freed from the 
obligation imposed by Article L, as far as 
production bounties are concerned, as well 
as from the undertakings embodied in 
Articles III. and IV., as long as they do 
not export sugar; whether this Article 
VI. not only exempts them from the 
obligation entered into by the other 
signatory Powers, to abolish direct and 
indirect bounties on production as well 
as exportation, and, in contravention of 
Article IIL, enables them to impose any 
surtax in excess of the maximum of six 
francs fixed by that Article, but iurther 
exempts them from the action of the 
Penal Article 1V., and whether the effect 
of Article IV. will not enable Spain, 
Italy, Roumania, and Sweden to exclude, 
by their bounties on production, sugar 
coming from the gther countries parties 
to the Convention who have agreed to 
abolish all bounties direct or indirect,” 
suid: My Lords, the question of sugar 
bounties is so important that I feel I need 
not apologise for bringing the matter 
before your Lordships. A few days since 
we were informed that the Convention of 
Brussels was about to be signed owing to 
the decided action of the British Delegates, 
but after seeing the document I have come 
to the conclusion that for “ decision ” the 
word “concessions” would be an appro- 
priate substitution. Reading the Treaty 
carefully, it must be admitted to be a 
most self-contradictory document. Forty 
years have elapsed since it was decided 
that sugar bounties ought to he abolished. 
Since 1862 no less than nine conferences 
have taken place, and four Conventions 
have been signed, with the gross result 
that sugar bounties now are more obnox- 
ious in form and more dangerous to 
our West India Colonies and British 
refiners than they were in 1862. It is 
evident that each one of the Conventions 
was directed to the abolition of bounties, 
direct and indirect bounties on exports, 
imports and production. In the last 
Convention of 1888, which, in conjunc- 
tion with the noble Marquess at the head 
of the Government, I had the honour of 
signing on behalf of Great Britain, the 
first clause distinctly stated that all 
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bounties, direct and indirect, should be 
abolished. Turning to the present con- 
vention—I have not the translation here, 
but only the French copy—I find that 
Article 1. says— 

‘* Les Hautes Partie Contractantes s’engagent 
a supprimer 4 dater de la mise en vigueur de 
la présente Convention, les primes directes 
et indirectes dont bénéficieraient la produc- 
tion ou exportation des sucres, et’ & ne pas 
établir de primes de l'espéce pendant toute la 
durée de Ja dite Convention.” 
That is simply a repetition in somewhat 
longer words of the Article in the Con- 
vention of 1888; but what 1 want to 
call your special attention to are the 
words “la production,” because it will 
be found that the declaration against 
bounties on production is distinctly 
violated in the succeeding Articles of the 
present Convention. The reason “ la 
production” was introduced was that, as 
a matter of fact, bounties on production 
were the origin of the bounty system. 
Sngar bounties owe their origin to 
Napoleon I. In 1806 Napoleon I, anxious 
to promote French industry, and still 
more anxious to injure British industry, 
established bounties on production in 
France. Though at first attended with 
little success the French bounty system 
has made gigantic strides, and at 
the present moment the sum given by 
France in bounties amounts to £4,000,000 
sterling a year. I only cite this fact to 
show the great importance attached to 
bounties on produetion. Article VI. 
of the present Convention exempts 
Spain, Italy and Sweden from the en- 
gagements under Article J., IL, and III., 
so long as they do not export sngar. 
What does that mean? It means that 
these three Powers are able to give 
bounties on production. That is to say, 
they can, by these bounties on production, 
prevent the importation of any other 
sugar. There can be no other interpreta- 
tion placed upon these words. A climax 
of absurdity is reached when they say, 
“so long as they do not give bounties on 
export.” If they gave bounties on export 
they would come under the Penal Article 
IV., which says— 

“Les Hautes Parties Contractantes s’en- 
yagent a frapper d’un droit spécial, 4 limporta- 
tion sur leur territoire, les sucres originaires de 
pays qui accorderaient des primes a la produc- 
Lion ou a exportation.” 

Although it is distinetly stated that all 
countries giving bounties on production 

Lord Pirbright. 
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or exportation of sugar shall be visited 
with the penalties of Article IV., yet these 
three Powers are specially exempted from 
the action of that Article, with the result 
that their markets are closed against our 
Colonial sugar. 


Sugar Convention. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANDSOWNE): Exempted only so long 
as they do notexport. The moment they 
export they come under the Penal Clause. 


*Lorp PIRBRIGHT : If they do export 
they are punished, but if they do 
not they are rewarded by being allowed 
to give bounties on production. It is 
impossible to conceive a more ridiculous 
state of things. Such action can only be 
directed against this country, for it is not 
likely that Spain, Italy, or Sweden would 
import beet sugar, for they produce beet 
sugar; the only sugar they would 
import would be cane sugar, and the 
country that produces cane sugar 
is Great Britain. Then it has been 
stated that a success had _ been 
secured by our delegates by the reduc- 
tion of the surtax from fifteen francs to 
six francs. So far from that being a 
success, I consider it one of the most 
unfortunate features in the whole Con- 
vention. It has always been understood 
in every Conference, notably in the last 
one, over which I had the honour to 
preside, that the surtax was the worst 
form of bounty, and it amounted to a 
prohibitive duty, whether it was fifteen 
franes or six francs. Why should the 
delegates of Great Britain have urged 
incessantly, not the abolition, but the 
diminution of the surtax, thereby 
admitting the principle? We occupy 
in this connection a position similar to 
that of the cat with the chestnuts 
in the fable, and our delegates have 
acted, not in the interests of Great 
Britain, but in the interest of France 
against the cartel system of Germany. 
Germany was not likely to give way to 
France at her mere request, and there- 
fore France most ingeniously employed 
the British delegates to plead for a 
reduction of the surtax and to make 
that a sine qua non in the signing of the 
Convention. It is impossible to explain 
the action of the British delegates in 
any other way. This country has agreed 
to afford no preference to Colonial sugar 
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as against sugar coming from the con- 
tracting States. I protest against such 
an instance of a self-denying ordinance 
as our agreement to a surtax against 
cane sugar, while binding ourselves not 
to give any preference to the advantage 
of our own cane sugar. If bounties are 
prejudicial to the interests of this country, 
if it is impossible for sugar to be grown 
in the West Indies or refined in England 
because it is exposed to all the dangers 
of foreign subsidies, it surely follows that 
we should not enter into a Convention 
which, while purporting to do away 
with these subsidies, prevents our 
doing anything for the benefit of -our 
Crown Colonies and for those who are 
dependent on the sugar industry. 


It is very interesting to note the attitude 
of Germany with regard to the surtax, 
which fully justifies me in saying that 
the surtax is solely directed against the 
cane sugar industry. Speaking in the 
Reichstag on Saturday, March lst, when 
the Report of the Budget Committee on 
the revenue from the sugar tax was 
under consideration, the Secretary of 
State for the Imperial Treasury, Baron 
von Thielmann, said— 

‘““A surtax of six francs would be entirely 

adequate to protect the production of German 
sugar from the inroads ot foreign sugar.” 
It would be impossible to be more 
frank and candid than the German 
Minister was in this statement. The 
surtax was originally fifteen francs. In 
consenting to its reduction to six francs, 
Germany says it is quite adequate to 
exclude English sugar from German 
markets. I do not think any further 
comment is necessary to show the 
absurdity of our action. 

Now, my Lords, I pass to Article XIL, 
which enables the ratification of the 
Convention without Italy, Spain, and 
Sweden. I have shown that these Powers 
have been allowed, so to speak, to con- 
tract out of the Convention, but suppos- 
ing that they choose at the time of the 
ratification not to ratify it, the Conven- 
tion will be equally valid with or without 
their signatures. The Treaty is unique 
as to the conditions of ratification and 
the power given to certain Powers who 
have already signed it to withdraw their 
names. Let me recall for a moment the 
Powers who signed the two last Con- 
ventions. The Convention of 1888 was 
signed by Great Britain, Germany, 
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, because I have a 
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Austria- Hungary, ‘Belgium, Denmark, 
Brazil, Spain, Italy, Holland, and Russia. 
Egypt notified her intention to adhere ; 
and France added the following declara- 
tion in the Protocol— 

“The Government of the French Republic 
adheres in principle to the Convention of 
August 30th, 1888, respecting the suppression 
of bounties.” 


Sugar Convention. 


France accepted the principal condition. 
in the Convention. Therefore it was 
signed by all the great Powers, and it 
contained no such clause as I have called 
attention to, giving special freedom to 
Italy, Spain, and Sweden. The Con- 
vention of 1902 is signed by Great 
Britain, Germany, Austria - Hungary, 
Belgium, Spain, France, Italy, Holland, 
and Sweden. Spain, Italy, and Sweden 
are to be entitled to withdraw from the 
Treaty whenever they like, and that is 
not to affect the Treaty in any way 
whatever. Russia is not a party to the 
Convention, and was not represented at 
the Conference. I am afraid he would 
be a very sanguine man, indeed, who 
entertained the hope that this Conven- 
tion would prove a success. 


The other Question I wish to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs is 
whether, in view of Article IV. of the 
Brussels Convention, His Majesty’s 
Government is prepared at once to intro- 
duce the same Bill as in February 1889, 
which enacted that— 

‘¢ Where in pursuance of Article VII. of the 
said Convention, the fact of the existence in 
any country out of the United Kingdom of a 
system involving open or disguised bounties 
on sugar is established by the decision of a 
majority of the signatory Powers of the said 
Convention, it shail be lawful for Her Majesty 
the Queen, by Order in Council, to direct that 
all sugar coming from the said country shall 
be provibited to be imported or brought into 
the United Kingdom except in transit, and to 
make such rezulations as appear to Her 
Majesty necessary for giving effect to the 
said prohibition.” 

And whether the Secretary of State 
will lay all the Papers relating to 
the recent negotiations at Brussels, 
together with the Convention, on the 
Table of the House. I take a lively 
interest in the answer to this Question, 
distinct recollection 
that, after all the negotiations had 
been successful in 1888, and the Con- 
vention signed, I had the honour of 
introducing the enabling Bill into the 
House of Commons in February, 1889, 
which was read a first time, but for some 
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occult reason, which, perhaps, will never be 
disclosed, the Second Reading never took 
place. ‘he Bill was afterwards dropped, 
and with it the Treaty died. I hope 
this will not be the fate of any measure 
to give etiect to the ‘lreaty of 1902. Its 
infancy is, 1 am afraid, sickly, but I 
trust there will be no infanticide at the 
hands of the parents of the measure. 
The same question which I am now 
putting to the noble Marquess was put 
in the French Chamber the other day 
by M. Ribot to M. Caillaux, Minister of 
Finance, and he replied that this Con- 
vention, which suppressed all bounties 
on sugar, was a question he could not 
now discuss, but trom the point of view 
of the general interests of the country it 
was long since any measure so saluiary 
had been adopted. The Foreign Office 
would, he said, shortly publish all the 
documents of the Conference, but the 
Bill to give effect to it would certainly 
not be introduced till after September, 
1903. ‘Those who are in any way ac- 
quainted with French polities will not 
be astonished at the delay in dealing with 
this measure, as they are on the eve of 
a general election, in the result of which 
the sugar-producing districts are a very 
important factor. France does not in- 
tend to introduce legislation till Septem- 
ber, 1903. 1 hope we shall not follow 
the example of France. There is no 
doubt that we are suffering from the 
bounties ; there is no possible objection 
to their removal; and if after nine 
attempts to arrive at an international 
agreement there is still a failure to be 
recorded, there is only one policy for us 
to adopt. It isa policy of ‘ splendid 
isolation.” We must show the world 
that England is strong enough alone to 
defend her own commercial interests. 


*THeE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Lord who has brought this 
subject before the House has, for many 
years past, made it a subject of study ; 
and I can well understand the close, and 
I might almost say jealous, interest 
with which he has watched the 
course of the recent negotiations. But 
I must say that the intensity of his 
interest has led him to adopt a course 
which has not been altogether con- 
venient to your Lordships’ House. 
The Brussels Convention was signed last 


Lord Pirbright. 
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Wednesday. The text of the Convention 
—the original, as he says, is in French— 
is not as yet in your Lordships’ hands, 
although it will be distributed this 
evening. 


Sugar Convention. 


*Lorp PIRBRIGHT: It has been 
published in the Press and circulated 
extensively three days ago. 


*THeE Marquess OF LANSDOWNE: 
Surely in a matter of such great import- 
ance the noble Lord does not expect us 
to rely on the casual translation of this 
document as published in the newspapers, 
It is in French, and the noble Lord has 
read extracts from the Convention in 
that language. It would have been 
more convenient if he had waited till the 
authorised English version was laid on 
the Table of the House. The noble Lord 
suggests that we should present Papers. 
We are at this moment considering what 
Papers can be communicated to Parlia- 
ment. For these reasons I somewhat 
deprecate a general discussion of the 
policy of this Convention at this moment; 
but I am quite ready to notice one or 
two points upon which the noble Lord 
laid most stress during the course of his 
statement. In the first place, he asked 
me why it was that, instead of securing 
the complete abolition of the surtax, we 
had been content with a reduction of it 
to six frances per 100 kilogrammes. The 
surtax as the noble Lord knew it when 
he was concerned with the Convention 
of 1888 was a very different thing from 
the surtax of today. Two things have 
happened since that time. The surtax has 
been enormously increased, and, in the 
next place, there has grown up in close 
connection with it a gigantie system of 
trade combinations known as cartels, 
under which huge profits have been made 
by the members of the sugar rings. When 
we had to consider the instructions to be 
given to our representatives at Brussels, 
we came to the conclusion that it was 
useless to deal merely with the question 
of bounties unless the surtax—by which 
I mean, of course, the difference between 
the Customs and Excise duties—was 
brought within moderate limits. We 
took the best advice which we could 
obtain, and we came to the conclusion 
that with six francs per 100 kilogrammes 
there would be no room left for these 
trade combinations, these cartels, to which 
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[ have referred. We, therefore, made 
it a sine gud non that the surtax should be 
brought down to that figure, but we did 
not think it necessary to insist on its 
complete abolition. Our impression was 
that the Conference, like its predecessors, 
would have resulted in failure if we had 
insisted on that. 

Then the noble Lord has spoken 
for some time as to the effect on the 
British Colonies of the Convention. 
Let me state in a few words the effect 
of the Convention on the Colonies. The 
Crown Colonies, under the Conven- 
tion, will not be permitted to give any 
bounties, direct or indirect, on sugar 
either in their own matkets or any other 
markets. As to the self - governing 
Colonies, as the noble Lord is aware, 
under Article XI. they are excluded 
from the Convention ; but it is open to 
them to give their adhesion to it if they 
desire to do so, and if they give their 
adhesion they will assume a position to 
all intents and purposes identical with 
that of the high contracting parties. 


*Lorp PIRBRIGHT : I cannot find in 
Article XI. this exemption. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE : 
The exemption is clear in the copy of the 
Convention I have, but this is another 
illustration of the inconvenience of dis- 
cussing these subjects without having the 
documents before us. The general enact- 
ment with regard to the Colonies binds 
us not to give any preference to Colonial 
sugar over sugar originating from the 
countries of the high contracting parties ; 
and it is obvious that we could scarcely 
have asked the other Powers to accept 
an arrangement under which they 
would be absolutely precluded from 
giving bounties while we retained our 
complete freedom to give bounties to 
sugar originating in our own Colonies. 


Then the noble Lord pointed 
out that it was open to _ the 
Powers mentioned in Article VI. to 


withhold their ratification at the last 
moment. [am bound to say, supposing 
that were to happen, although I should 
sincerely regret it, it does not seem to 
me that it would be in any yay fatal 
to the Convention or deprive it of its 
good effects. None of the Powers 
mentioned in the Article are exporters 
of sugar, and therefore there would 


{10 Marcu 1902} 





Sugar Convention. 858 


be no question of their flooding the 
markets in other countries with 
bounty-fed sugar under conditions 
which would render the competition of 
that sugar with other sugar unfair. 


I pass to the Question which the 


noble Lord has placed on_ the 
notice Paper. The noble Lord desires 
to know whether the three Powers, 


not four, as has been said, mentioned 
in Article VI. will remain free to give 


bounties on their own sugar in their 
own markets, and whether, if they 
retain that liberty, the result will not 
be to preclude the competition of 
any other sugar in those markets. 


It is quite true that under the Con- 
vention, Spain, Italy, and Sweden will 
be at liberty so long as they are not 
exporters of sugar to give bounties on 
their own sugar in their own markets. 
It is quite conceivable that they might 
do this to such an extent as to render 
it difficult for other sugars to compete in 
those markets; but, while I make that 
admission, I do not in the least admit 
that such a result would frustrate the 
operation of the Convention. The general 
scheme of the Convention is to prevent 
any Power by bounty or surtax from 
stimulating the manufacture of sugar 
within its own limits to such a point as to 
enable it to export sugar under conditions 


which would enable it to compete 
unfairly with other sugars in the 
markets of the world. That is why 


I insist so much on the words “so 
long as they do not export sugar.” 
It is laid down by the Convention, how- 
ever, that the moment any of these 
Powers becomes an exporter of sugar it 
shall be liable to all the obligations of 
the Convention in the same way as the 
other Powers. The noble Lord is under 
the impression that the three Powers are 
to enjoy exemption from Articles L., III1., 
and LV., but the Articles they are to enjoy 
exemption from are [., IL, and III. The 
noble Lord has asked me a further question 
about the legislation which will be neces- 
sary to give effect to the Convention. 
Well, the Convention was only signed 
four days ago, and it is a little previous 
to ask the Government to exhibit now 
the exact text of the Bill, which at 
the proper time will be laid before 
Parliament. The delay which the noble 
Lord anticipates as likely to take place on 
the part of the French Government, who, 
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he said, would not bring in their Bill | 


until the autumn of 1903, is not likely to 
take place, inasmuch as the ratification of 
the Convention is to be made before 
February Ist, 1903. We shall inform 
Parliament of the legislative measures 
which may seem to us to be neces- 
sary for this purpose. I hope that 
at an early date I shall be able to 
lay Papers on the Table of the House. 
When those Papers are before the noble 
Lord, I hope he will be convinced that the 
Convention, far from beng a capitulation 
on our part, or a series of mischievous con- 
cessions made by our delegates, is, on the 
contrary, the most hopeful attempt that 
has yet been made to bring to a satisfac- 
tory conclusion this much vexed question, 
which has occupied the public for over 
forty years, which all of us have desired 
to solve, and which up to the present, for 
various reasons, we have not been able 
to deal with satisfactorily. 


Eart SPENCER: I do not propose 
to enter into this subject tonight, for I 
fully share the views the noble Marquess 
that the discussion is introduced at an 
unhappy and premature moment. I 
understand that there will be some 
Papers explaining the conduct of our 
delegates and the history of the Con- 
vention. There may be very important 
points involved in this matter which will 
require discussion, and to some of which, 
perhaps, exception may be taken—for 
instance, the clauses with regard to 
retaliation. 1 will postpone any remarks, 
however, that it may be thought proper 
to make from this side of the House, 
until we have further information. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes past Six o’clock till 
tomorrow at quarter past Four 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 10th March, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


CHAIRMAN OF 


4 ALND. 


THE WAYS AND 
“The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman“of Ways and Means. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


‘COMMONS} 


Business. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeaKer laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz:— 

Brynmawr and Western Valleys Rail- 
way (Vesting) Bill. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Southport and Cheshire Lines Ex- 
tension Railway Transfer) Bill. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Bill. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Various Powers) Bill. 

Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDI- 
TIONAL PROVISION) (STAN DING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the petition for additional pro- 
vision in the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, 
viz :— 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps]. 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in respect of the 
Bills comprised in the List reported by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of 
Lords, they have certified that the Stand- 
ing Orders have not been complied with 
in the following cases, viz. :— 
Birmingham and Midland Tramways 
[ Lords]. 

Hastings Tramways [Lords], 

Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
‘ Lords]. 

Newcastle - upon - Tyne 
Tramways [Lords]. 


Corporation 
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Petitions. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS _[Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


ease of the petitions tor the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, the Stand- | 
ing Orders have not been complied with, | 


V1Z. :— 

Birmingham and Midland Tramways 
[ Lords]. 

Hastings Tramways [Lords]. 

Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
[Lords]. 

Newcastle - upon - Tyne 
Tramways | Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


The following Notices stood on the 


Paper— 
“That it be an 
Committee that they do hear all Petitions 


presented against the Bill within Six | 


clear days before the meeting of the 
Committee upon the Bill.”—(Mr. Field.) 


“That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee that they do hear.all Petitions 
presented against the Bill within Six 





clear days before the meeting of the | 
Committee upon the Bill.’—(Mr. Carvill.) | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
tosubmit, Mr. Speaker, that these Motions 
are not in order. 


Mr. SPEAKER : I have already inti- | 
mated to the hon. Members that they are | 
not, and I understand that they do not | 
propose to move. 

| 

Mr. CARVILL (Newry) : I should like | 
to give notice that I will put another 
Resolution down, hoping to attain the 
object I have in view, but which the 
Standing Orders now prevent. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY hoped it would be | 
seen that any fresh notice was in order, as | 
the appearance of these notices on the | 
Paper caused inconvenience and experse 
to those interested in the Bill. The new 
notice should be carefully scrutinised at 
the Table. 
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SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
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Instruction to the | 


| LEICESTERSHIRE 
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| DERRYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 
WADHURST GAS BILL, 

Read the third time, and passed. 


GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RaAIL- 
WAYS) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
GRAND JUNCTION WATER BILL 
(By ORDER). 

Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 1.) 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Edmonton, Enfield, 
Tottenham, and Wood Green, ordered to 
|be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour 
‘and Mr. Attorney General for Ireland. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Edmonton, Enfield, Totten- 
ham, and Wood Green.” Presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 120.] 


NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL. 


| Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
’ 


AND WARWICK- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Report 





PETITIONS, 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Bradford ; 
Waterloo; Gatewen; Bersham; Plas- 
power; and Wharton Hall Collieries ; to 
lie upon the ‘lable. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Wibsey ; 
Universal ; Waterloo; Gatewen; Bers- 
ham; Plaspower; and Wharton Hall 

Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 
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PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Petitions in favour : From Leith (two) ; 
Dundas ; Bathgate; Newhaven; Ayr ; 
Greenock ; Hamilton; Evanton; Sten- 
housemuir ; Inverkeithing ; Edinburgh 
(four): Edzell; Glasgow; Dunoon ; 
Rutherglen; Kilmarnock; and Grand 
Lodge of Scotland Independent Order of 
Good Templars ; to lie upon the Table 


Returns, 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 


Petition from Cheltenham, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Chichester, in favour ; to 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 6th March, 1902, entitled The China 
(Whangpoo River Conservancy) Order 
in Council, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 6th March, 1902, applying the pro- 
visions of The Colonial Prisoners Re- 
moval Act, 1884, to the Protectorates of 
Northern and Southern Nigeria [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 To 1895. 
; as : 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
6th March 1902, giving effect to the 
Anglo-Belgian Extradition Treaty, signed 
29th October, 1901, and ratified 6th 
December, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the ‘Table. 
BRITISH SETTLEMENTS ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 6th March, 1902, relating to the 
transfer of British New Guinea to the 
authority of the Commonwealth of 


Australia [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table. 
ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 AND 1879. 
Copies presented, of Orders in Council 
of 6th March, 1902, constituting Spring 
Assize Counties Nos. 2 and 3 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table 
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IMPERIAL SERVICE FORCE (EAST 
INDIA). 


Address for “ Return showing (@) the 
numbers and description of the troops 
known as the Imperial Service Force, 
placed at the disposal of the Government 
of India by the Princes and Chiefs ; (i) 
the baggage animals and other transport 
appliances which certain Native States 
hold in readiness for service in campaigns ; 
and (¢) since the institution of this 
Imperial Service any additions to, or 
diminution of, these forces agreed upon 
with the States concerned.’ — (Jr, 
Schwann.) 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
6th March, 1902, further postponing the 
operation of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
in the City of London, until the 1st July, 
1992 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA INCOME AND 
EXPENDITURE. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


{address 6th March ; Sir Henry Fowler); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 93.] 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS (IRELAND). 

Annual Returns presented, of the Official 
Assignees of the Court of Bankruptey in 
Ireland, and the Local Courts, Belfast and 
Cork, for the year 1901 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2747 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SUGAR CONFERENCE AT BRUSSELS 

(MISCELLANEOUS, No. 4, 1902). 

Copy presented, of despatch from the 
sritish delegates inclosing copy of the 
Convention signed on the 5th March, 
1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

NAVAL WORKS ACTS, 1895, 1896, 1897, 

AND 1899. 


Account presented, showing the amount 
of money issued out of the Consolidated 


'Fund; the amount and nature of the 


securities created in respect thereof ; the 
amount of the surplus of income over 
expenditure for the financial year ended 


| 31st March, 1896, and the amount of 
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money expended in pursuance of the 
Acts during the year ended the 31st 
March, 1901 ; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 94.] 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Ordered, That all Standing Committees 
have leave to print and circulate with the 
Votes the Minutes of their Proceedings 
and any amended Clauses of Bills com- 
mitted to them.—(Sir James Fergusson.) 





(3.30.) QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Reverse to Lord 
Methuen’s Force. 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have to ask the leave of the 
House to read the following telegram 
[ have just received from Lord 
Kitechener— 





** Pretoria, 10.30. A.M., 
8th March. 

“T greatly regret to have to send you bad 
news about Methuen. He was moving with 
900 mounted troops under Major Paris and 
300 Infantry, four guns and one Pom-Pom 
from Wynburg to Lichtenburg and was to 
meet Grenfell with 1,300 mounted troops at 
Rovirainesfontein on 8th. Yesterday morning 
early he was attacked by Delarey’s force 
between Tweebosch and Palmietknill. The 
Boers charged on three sides. Five hundred 
and fifty mounted troops have come in to 
line at Maribogo and Kraaipan. They were 
pursued by Boers for four miles from scene 
of action. They report Lord Methuen, Major 
Paris, guns, baggage, etc., were captured by 
the Boers. Lord Methuen when last seen 
was a prisoner.” [Cheers and laughter from 
some Irish Nationalist Members, and general 
cries of ‘‘Shame.”] ‘‘I have no details of 
casualties or ony further information at present. 
Will keep you informed, and would suggest your 
delaying publication till I can serd you 
definite news. I had already arranged to 
send troops to this district. I think this 
sudden revival of activity on the part of 


Delarey is in order to draw off troops 
pressing De Wet.” 
I have also received the following 


further telegram— 


“* Pretoria, 9th March. 

‘Major Paris has come in with remainder 
of men to Kraaipan. His report is that the 
column was moving in two parties, some with 
0x wagons left Tweebosch at 3 A.M., mule 
wagons an hour later. Just after dawn Boers 
attacked, before reinforcements could r-ach 
them the rear screen broke ; meantime a large 
number of Boers galloping up on both flanks. 
These were at first checked by flank parties, 
but a panic and stampede of mules had 
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begun and all the mule wagons with a terrible 
| mixture of mounted men rushed past the ox 
wagons. All efforts to check them were 
| unavailing. Major Paris collected some 40 
men and occupied position a mile in front of 
ox wagons, which were then halted. After 
gallant but useless defence the enemy rushed 
|into ox wagons, and Lord Methuen was 
| wounded in thigh. Major Paris being 
| surrounded, surrendered at 10 a.m. ~~, 
| Methuen is still in Boer camp. Casualties 
as follows :—Killed: Lieutenants G. R. Venn- 
|ing and T. P. W. Nesham, both Royal Field 
Artillery ; Lieutenant G. Hartly, Steinacker's 
| Horse, and 38 other ranks. Wounded : 


| Colonel J. G. Wilson, 3rd Battalion York 
| and Lancaster Regiment, dangerous ; Captain 


| J. D. Outram, 3rd Battalion Highland Light 
| Infantry, severe; Lieutenant M. Dennis, 
Yeomanry, severe; Lieutenant Nash, Cape 
| Police, severe ; and Lieutenant R. H. Logan, 
| Yeomanry, severe; and 72 other ranks 
| wounded, not yet received. Missing: Captain 
| Tilney, 17th Lancers, and 200 others; but 
| many of them are probably amongst those who 
have come into line. Lieutenants Nesham and 
Venning were killed whilst gallantly serving 
their guns with case.” 
As it has been my duty to announce 
this reverse, I trust I may be allowed to 
'say one word about the commander of 
the troops who have experienced defeat. 
It is only fair to Lord Methuen, under 
the circumstances, to say that for two 
years past he has been conducting 
operations week after week in a most 
difficult country with forces of all de- 
scriptions, entirely to the satisfaction of 
the Commander-in-Chief and without 
failure in any particular. Lord Methuen 
earlier in the war failed in carrying out 
the relief of Kimberley under conditions 
which, after a full survey of the position 
attacked and considering the composi- 
tion of his force, appeared to Lord 
Roberts to reflect no discredit on him ; 
and the untiring energy which he has 
since displayed, and the confidence with 
which he is regarded by all who have 
since served under him, deserve the 
fullest recognition. [General cheering. }+ 


Farm Burning. 

*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can explain why 
no record appears in the Return of 
buildings burnt in South Africa of the 
farmhouses and other buildings burned 
during Sir Redvers Buller’s march into 
'the South Eastern Transvaal after the 
| relief of Ladysmith. 


| +See further telegram at close of this day’s 


| report. 
2H 
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Mr. BRODRICK: No farms were | and, if not, if he will call for the Report, 
burned down during this march of Sir and lay it upon the Table of the House 
Redvers Buller. | for the use of Members. 
| 

*Mr. CHANNING: Arising out of Mr. BRODRICK: The Report is now 
the reply, may I ask the right hon. | complete. but has not yet been printed. 
Gentleman if he is aware that in the | 
summer of 1900 a number of letters | 


\ } Deaths from Enteric Fever. 
from officers were published referring to | 





farm burnings. [Cries of “Order !""] It | yp, 


is perfectly in order— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think so. 
Tf the hon. Member wants further in- 
formation he had better put the Question 
down. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I will furnish the 
right hon. Gentleman with the informa- 
tion and put down a further Question. 


Miss Hobhouse. 


Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 


W.R., Holmfirth) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
gave authority for the arrest and 


detention of Miss Hobhouse on board | 
the “ Arundel Castle,” on Sunday, the | 


27th October last ; and, if not, when he 
first became aware of her arrest and 
detention ; was it by his orders that 


she was detained on that vessel until the | 
following Wednesday, and then forcibly | 


deported to the ‘Roslin Castle,” and 
carried a prisoner to England on that 
steamer. If these steps were not taken 
by his orders, when did he first become 
aware of them ; and did he then signify 
his assent. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The action was 
taken by the military authorities in 
South Africa, and, as I have already 
stated to the House, I accept full 
responsibility in this House for such 
action. 


Dysentery and Enteric Fever Com- 
mission 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he has received 
the Report of the Commission of Experts, 
appointed in August, 1900, to inquire into 
the causation, pathology, and modes of 
prevention (more particularly as affecting 
armies in the field) of dysentery and its 
connection, if any, with enteric fever; 


Str WALTER FOSTER: I beg to ask 
Secretary of State for War whether 


| he can state the number of cases of, and 


| the number of deaths from, enteric fever 


|during the months of December and 


January last. 


| 
| 


Mr. BRODRICK: The approximate 
| figures for December are :—Admissions, 
| 1,507; deaths, 224. The figures for 


| January are not yet complete. 


Execution of Commander Scheepers. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, §.): 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will now cause inquiry 
| to be made by telegram of Lord Kitchener 
|as to the circumstances attending the 
execution of Commander Scheepers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Many statements 
similar to that which the hon. Member 
made in a Question put on Friday last 
appear without any justification whatever, 
and I must decline to answer any further 
_ Question put by the hon. Member on this 
subject until he furnishes me with his 
_ authority. 
| 
| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I pledge my 
responsibility for the truth of these 
| statements. Will the right hon. Gentle- 

man make inquiry? If not, it is most 
disgraceful on the part of the Govern- 
| ment. 

Prosecution of Dutch British Subjects. 
_ Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) I beg to 
|ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that Mr. Matthew 
du Plessis, the Cape Member of Parlia- 
ment for Craddock, and Mr. Rademeyr, 
the Member for Humansdorp, both being 
British subjects, were upwards of six 
months ago compulsorily sent from their 
homes in the Colony to Port Alfred 
without any charge having been made 
against them, and that they are still 
detained there untried; how long is it 
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intended to detain these gentlemen in 
exile ; and what is the public exigency 
for such treatment of them. 


Mr. BRODRICK : No information has 
been received on these matters. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman make inquiry ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid it 
would be impossible for me to do that. 


Mrs. Rousseau. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that, in June last, Mrs. Rousseau, 
the wife of the Dutch clergyman at 
Pietermaritzburg, was deported from 
Graaff Reinet, in the Cape Colony, to 
Port Alfred, and that the same punish- 
ment was inflicted on Mrs. de Klerk ; 
whether both ladies are British subjects ; 
whether he can state upon what grounds 
they have been detained at Port Alfred 
ever since; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of allowing them to 
return to their homes. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have no informa- 
tion on this matter. 


Mr. SCHWANN: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman telegraph to find out ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I can add nothing 
to the answer I have given the hon. 
Gentleman. 


Mr. Marais. © 
Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether Mr. 
Marais has yet been brought to trial ; 
and, if so, upon what charge, and with 
what result. ‘ 


Mr. BRODRICK: Mr. Marais has not 
been brought to trial, but he has been 
ordered to reside at Port Alfred under 
surveillance. Lord Kitchener. after care- 
fully considering the evidence, held tha 
as some of the Dutch were 
unwilling to appear, sufficient evidence 


witnesses 


could not be produced to secure convic 
tion. 
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Purchase of Stores in South Africa. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he can state whether an 
inquiry has been held in South Africa 
with respect to the local purchase and 
supply of ordnance stores ; whether this 
inquiry has revealed transactions of a 
fraudulent nature upon an_ extensive 
scale ; whether inferior and even worth- 
less equipment has been furnished at an 
extravagant price, to the inconvenience 
of the military authorities and to the 
detriment of the public interest; and 
whether, in view of the forthcoming 
debate upon Army contracts, he will 
immediately submit the Report of the 
Inquiry to the House. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The inquiry to which 
the hon. Member alludes was a private 
Departmental inquiry by four military 
officers, who, with the assistance of a 
financial Member, made a Report to the 
Commander - in- Chief on the purchases 
made by certain ordnance officers in 
South Africa. The Report by no means 
bore out the description given by the hon. 
Member. It has only recently been 
received, and no decision has yet been 
taken upon it. I can give no promise as 
to publication. 


Captain NORTON: Are we to under- 
stand that the Army Vote 9, which is 
about to be taken today, involving an 
expenditure of nearly £3,000,000 in 
connection with South Africa, is to be— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is a rhetorical statement, not a Question. 


CAPTAIN NORTON: Then are 
Members of this House to be debarred 
from asking information ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
was not asking for information. 


Purchase of Remounts in Ireland — 
Action against Major Stoddert. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether he can state the reason for the 
dilay in bringing to trial the action of 
he War Otlice . Major Stoddert and 


thers, instituted in Ireland, in reference 
to the alleged frauds of the defendants, 
2H 2 
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as agents for the War Office, in the 
purchase of remounts for the,War in 
South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. 
Member kindly refer to my reply toa 
Question put on the 6th February by my 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Sleaford Division of Lincolnshire ? + 


Dublin District Canteen Supplies. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he will state under 
what circumstances, and on _ what 
conditions, Messrs. R. Dickeson & Co. 
have secured the right to supply dry 
goods, and a number of other articles to 
canteens in the Dublin military district, 
what steps are taken to secure com- 
petition with this firm, for what period 
has their monopoly been created, and 
who is responsible for making the 
arrangement. 


Mr. BRODRICK : These matters rest 
with the General Officer Commanding 
the District, to whom the hon. 
and learned Member should address any 
communications he would like to make. 
I may inform the hon. Member that, 
in view of the early assembly of a 
Committee onthe system under which 
canteens and regimental institutes will 
in the future be conducted, the Com- 
mander-in-Chief has directed that con- 
tracts shall not be made for any period 
beyond next June. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do I understand 
that in matters affecting the welfare of 
the soldier, Members of Parliament have 
no redress whatever in this House, but 
must communicate with the military 
authorities ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Questions as to 
refreshment contracts are always left in 
the hands of Commanding Officers, and I 
think the hon. and learned Member will 
recognise the difficulty of dealing with 
such matters from headquarters. 

Me. T. M. HEALY: Then everything 
in connection with soldiers’ requisites is 
a Government job, and we are not en- 
titled to ask Ministers for an explanation ! 

Mr. BRODRICK: Soldiers are best 
afeguarded by their own officers. 


+ See (4) Debates, cii., 517. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then: abolish 
this Parliament. 
Tenders for Rolled Oats. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretarv of State for 
War if he is aware that quantities of 
rolled oats of foreign manufacture are 
at present being supplied to the troops 
in South Africa, and that, when Scotch 
manufacturers of rolled oats asked to be 
allowed to offer for Scotch rolled oats, 
they were not permitted to tender, but 
were told that the Department only 
buys Scotch medium ground oatmeal ; 
will he say why foreign oats are pre- 
ferred by the Department to Scotch oats: 
and will he see that in future Scotch 
millers are permitted to tender for 
Scotch rolled oats. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No foreign rolled 
oats have been bought by the War De- 
partment. Samples of Scotch rolled oats 
were obtained from several firms in June 
last for hospital use, but it was decided 
to supply Scotch oatmeal." 


War Office Contracts. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether the articles bought under Vote 
8, Item G, are bought hy contract ; and, 
if so, whether tenders are invited by 
publishing specifications, or whether 
officials make contracts privately. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The articles referred 
to are bought by contract. Tenders are 
invited andthe contracts are placed on 
the resulting competitions in the usual 
way. 

Meat Contracts, 1899-1901. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he can state the total 
sums which have been paid to the Cold 
Storage Company for supplying meat to 
the Army in South Africa during the 
three years ending 31st March, 1902. 


Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The total 
amount paid to the Cold Storage Com- 
pany from Ist April, 1899, to the 31st 
December, 1901, is about £4,;773,000. 


No later figures are to hand. 
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Pembrokeshire Yeomanry. 

Mr. [BRYNMOR !JONES (Swansea, 
District): J beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can explain 
why the 30th Company Pembrokeshire 
Yeomanry are still in South Africa, 
although the period for which the 
members of that company signed expired 
at the end of February in this year; and 
whether he can state when they will be 
allowed to return. 


Mr. BRODRICK: These men were, 
like all other Imperial Yeomanry, en- 
listed for one year, or, if the war lasts 
longer, for the period of the war. 


New Battleships—Wages of Electrical 
orkmen. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
it was brought to his notice some months 
ago that certain electrical wiring and 
fitting work was being executed on board 
the battleships “ Duncan” and ‘ Corn- 
wallis”” by workmen not receiving the 
standard rate of wage recognised in the 
electrical trades ; if so, can he state what, 
if any, investigation took place, and with 
what result; and whether he will now 
order an immediate inspection of the 
work already executed, before it is too 
late to ascertain what class of work has 
been put into these ships. 


THe SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTer, Belfast, 
W.): A statement to this effect. referred 
to by the hon. Member, was brought to 
the notice of the Admiralty. Investiga- 
tion was made, and it was not found 
that the Thames Company had infringed 
the stipulations in their contract as to 
wages. The work on the “ Duncan” 
and “Cornwallis’’ is being carried out 
under detailed specifications and _ tests. 
An overseer is stationed at the Thames 
Company’s Yard to inspect the electrical 
work in progress, and the work has to 
be completed to his satisfaction. The 
inspection is, therefore, continuous. The 
work will be inspected as a whole and 
tested at a dockyard before being finally 
received. There is not the slightest 
reason to believe that the work is not of 


‘the best quality. 


Corporal Punishment in the Navy. 
Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to | 
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the Admiralty whether, seeing that judges 
of assize, as well as courts of summary 
jurisdiction, have only power to order 
an offender to be birched if he is under 
the age of sixteen, he will consider the 


"question of amending the King’s Regula 


tions so as to restrict punishment by 
birching in the Navy to} boys under 
sixteen years of age. ! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not 
considered desirable at present to make 
any change in the age as now prescribed 
in the King’s Regulations. 


Armour Plates for Battleships. 

Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can state if any 
orders for armour plate have been given 
out by the Admiralty in*respect of the 
battleships and armoured cruisers ar- 
ranged to be laid down in the current 
financial year. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The only 
armour for which orders were given 
during the current financial year was 
that for the ‘‘ Queen,”’ “‘ Prince of Wales,” 
‘‘Challenger,”’ and some of the cruisers 
of the “ Monmouth”’ class. No armour 
has yet been ordered for the battleships 
and armoured cruisers arranged to be 
laid down in the current financial year. 
Special steps, however, have un taken 
to issue the tenders for the armour 
required at the earliest possible date. 


Imperial Service (East India) Force. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he will 
grant the Return relating to the Im- 
perial Service Force (East India), notice 
for which stands on to-day’s Paper. 





+ The Return referred to was as follows— 

** Address for Return showing (a) the num- 
hers and description of the troops known as the 
Imperial Service Force, placed at the disposal 
of the Government of India by the Princes and 
Chiefs; (6) the baggage animals and other 
transport appliances which certain native 


' states hold in readiness for service in cam- 


paigns ; (c) an estimate in lakhs of rupees or 
other round figures of the addition to the 
military expenditure of the Indian Government 
represented by these contingents as a whole, 
including the cadet corps recently established ; 
(d) since the institution of this Imperial 
Service have any additions to, or diminution 
of, these forces been agreed upon with the 
States concerned.” 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR INDIA (Lord G. HAmILTon, 
Middlesex, Ealing): I have no objection 
to granting the Return, with the ex- 
ception of Section C. 


Indian South-West Monsoon—Proposed 
Meteorological Station on Socotra. 
Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 

GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 

ask the President of the Board of Trade 

if, with a view to ascertaining the 
earliest and precise approach of the 
south-west monsoon in India, he will 

take steps for the establishment of a 

meteorological station on the east end of 

Socotra, which, being 500 miles east of 

Aden and in the track of the monsoon 

current, would, through barometrical 

observations and sea temperatures, afford 
early indications of the monsoon. 


Lorpb G. HAMILTON: So far as 
I am aware. no proposal for establishing 
a meteorological station on Socotra has 
ever been made by the Indian Meteoro- 
logical Department, and any such scheme 
would be attended with very great diffi- 
culties and drawbacks, on account of the 
physical circumstances of the islands 
and the impossibility of transmitting 
information from it after the preliminary 
monsoon winds have set in. 


Lascars as a Naval Reserve. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India if he will take into consideration 
the question of forming a Naval Reserve 
of the body of Lascars employed on 
British merchant vessels; and if he will 
invite the Government of the Viceroy 
of India to express their views on the 
advisability of creating such a Reserve. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: There are 
such practical difficulties to the creation 
of such a Reserve under the orders of 
the Government of India, that I am not 
disposed to address the Government of 
India on the subject. 


Malta. 

Mr. BOLAND ‘Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he will cause to be 
printed a copy of the despatches men- 
tioned in the last published Blue-book 
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on affairs in Malta, but which were 
not printed in it; and whether he will 
also include the statements in writing 
sent to the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies by several Maltese 
gentlemen on the occasion of his recent 
visit to Malta. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I do not pro- 
pose to publish any further Papers 
at present. I am informed by Lord 
Onslow that it is incorrect that several 
Maltese gentlemen, other than officials, 
sent him any statements in writing 
while he was in Malta. 


Cable Communication with Wei-Hai-Wei. 

* Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether, in 
view of the existing conditions in re- 
lation to Wei-Hai-Wei, and the bearing 
of the agreement of April, 1901, on 
United States interests, His Majesty's 
Government will, in virtue of the option 
given in the last paragraph in Clause 3 
of the Submarine Cable Contract (Chee- 
foo and Wei-Hai-Wei), determine the 
specified payment at present made to 
the Company for transmitting all 
messages on the service of His Majesty's 
Government over this Government- 
owned line. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTeN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The right 
hon. Baronet appears to be under. some 
misapprehension as to the effect of exer- 
cising the power reserved to His Majesty's 
Government in Clause 3 of the Agree- 
ment referred to. This provision refers 
only to the working of the cable by the 
Company for the aecount of His 
Majesty’s Government, and does not 
afiect the Company’s rights under its 
agreement with the Chinese Telegraphs 
Administration and Government. 


‘‘The Parliamentary Debates.” 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state when the present 
contract for reporting and printing 
Members’ speeches in the House expires. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


On 31st December next, or, if the House 
should be sitting on that date, at the end 
of the then current session. 


Mr. O’MARA: Will the hon. Gentle- 
man take into consideration, when the 
contract terms are re-considered, the 
recommendations of the Select Committee 
as to separating the reporting and printing 
contracts, and as to— 


*\Mn. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member had better put down that 
Question. It is clearly out of order now, 


Smallpox at Bethnal Green. 
Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE : I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he can state 


how many cases of smallpox have 
occurred or been reported trom the 


borough of Bethnal Green since the 
beginning of the year; and what pro- 
portion of persons so afflicted was found 
to be unvaccinated. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LONG, Bristol, S.) : Iam informed that 
136 persons were reported to the Medical 
Officer of Health for the Borough of 
Bethnal Green during January and 
February last as suffering from small- 
pox, but thirteen of these were found 
not to be cases of that disease. The 
particulars as to vaccination are as 
follows :—Thirty-one were unvaccinated : 
of these twelve died. Four were vacci- 
nated children under thirteen: of these 
none died. Seventy-six were persons 
above thirteen who were stated to have 
been vaccinated in infancy: of these 
seven died. The Medical Officer had no 
information as to vaccination as regards 
the remaining twelve cases. 


London Pauper Children. 
Sir WALTER FOSTER: I beg to 
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last year was 651. The returns for the 
two previous years do not show the 
number at this age, but the number of 


Questions. 


children under two years of age in these 


ask the President of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board if he can state the number 


of children under three years of age | 


remaining in metropolitan workhouses at 
the end of each of the past three years ; 
and the number of children under three 
years of age who died in the metropolitan 
workhonses in each of the same years. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The number 


institutions at the end of 1899 and 1900 
was 501 and 512 respectively. I regret 
I am not able to give the information 
asked for in the last part of the Question. 


Private Schools and the Education Grart. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education, having 
regard to the fact that grants of public 
money are now made to secondary 
schools where the pupils pay high fees, 
and which schools are carried on for 
profit in the shape of a dividend on the 
capital, whether these grants are made to 
all other private schools on similar 
terms 


Tae SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
LAwson, Yorkshire, N R., Thirsk, tor 
Sir J. Gorst): Grants of public money are 
not made to schools conducted for private 
profit. But schools carried on by public 
companies in which the dividend is 
limited to 5 per cent. or less by Articles 
of Association, are not regarded as carried 
on for private profit. 


Mr. BARTLEY: So, if a private 
school is made into a limited company, 
it would then receive a public grant ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: That would 
depend upon the amount of the dividend. 


Hyde Schools. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
he is aware that notice was given in 
December last to close six elementary 
schools in the Borough of Hyde, in 
Cheshire, on 31st March; that the 
deficiency in school accommodation in 
Hyde on the closing of these schoois will 
be 1,800 places ; that, while the managers 
offer to keep these schools open tem- 
porarily till the Board have had time to 


'make good the deficiency, they do not 


desire them to remain open indefinitely ; 
whether the schools will receive Govern- 


of children under three years of age in, ment grants yrv rata for the period 
metropolitan workhouses at the end of | during which they remain open after the 
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close of their respective completed school 
years; whether the Board will sanction 
the payment of the Aid Grant by the 
Cheshire British Schools Association, 
while the schools are under notice to 
close ; and what steps the Board is taking 
to make good the deficiency within a 
reasonable time. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (for Sir J. 
Gorst): It is true that six voluntary 
schools in Hyde have given notice that 
they will close on March 31st. The 
Board of Education are ready to enter 
into a reasonable agreement with the 

managers to keep these schools open 
while the prospective deficiency is 
supplied ; but they cannot bind them- 
selves in advance by such pledges as are 
asked for in the question. As soon as 
the amount of deficiency has been cor- 
rectly ascertained, the Board of Educa- 
tion will issue a notice under Section 9 of 
the Elementary Education Act, 1870. 


Mr. ASHTON: Can the hon. Gentle- 
man say when the deficiency is likely to 
be made up ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : 


answer that ()uestion. 


I cannot 


King’s Lynn Charities. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 


I beg to ask the hon. Member for the 
Tonbridge Division, as representing the 
Charity Commissioners, whether he can 
state how many different sets of charity 
trustees manage the endowed charities of 
King’s Lynn; what is the total value 
of the property and the total amount of 
the gross income managed by each set 
of trustees respectively : and whether | 
any recent alterations have taken place 
either in the value of the endowments or 
the system of management. 


COMMISSIONER (Mr. GrirFitH Bos- 
CAWEN, Kent, Tonbridge): 
information in the possession of the 
Commissioners there appear to be fifteen 
bodies of charity trustees administering 
the endowed charities of King’s Lynn. 
Although in the case of several of the 
endowments I shall be glad to give the 
hon. Member privately details of the 


income, it is impossible to estimate the | 
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capital value of all the charities, or to 
give their aggregate income, in view 
of the fact that in the case of the 
Municipal Charities, which are very 
numerous, the Commissioners have 
not received the accounts of the income 
and expenditure, notwithstanding fre- 
quent applications. In reply to the last 
Question, in the case of one of the 
Municipal Charities, building leases have 
recently been granted which will have 
the effect of increasing the value of the 
endowment, but otherwise there has been 
no change. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can my hon. 
friend inform me to whom the frequent 
applications for the accounts have been 
made ? 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: To 
the Clerk of the Municipa! Trustees, Mr. 


Beloe. 


| Criminal Law Amendment (Ireland) Act. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
is aware that, in the year 1£89, the then 


'Attorney General for Ireland issued a 


volume of judgments of the Superior 
Courts in that Country in criminal cases, 


/ consisting mostly of decisions on Law 


points under the Criminal Law Amend- 
ment Act of 1887, and that this book 
has been circulated by the Crown among 
Crown prosecutors, Crown _ solicitors, 
and resident magistrates, who habitually 
use it as an authority in Court; and, 
seeing that the book has never been put 
on sale, or any opportunity given to 
lawyers engaged for the ‘defence of con- 
sidering the cases reported in it. in order 
_that the defendants’ professional advisers 


'may have an opportunity of seeing the 
decisions quoted against them, whether 
he will take steps to have this book put 
| in circulation. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY | 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): The volume in question has been 
supplied to the officials mentioned, and 
also to the Bar and Solicitors’ Libraries. 
A limited number of copies of the volume 
were originally printed, and there are at 
present only about twenty of them avail- 
able. These copies will, however, be 
placed on sale at Messrs. Hodges & Figgis 


’ 
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Dublin, at a price to be fixed by the 
Stationery Office, and it is proposed to 
order a reprint of the work if the public 
demand appears to justify the expenditure 
involved. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman see that the reprint is brought 
up to date ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is 


year behind. 


only one 


Mr. DILLON: But that is very im- 
portant. 


Land Court Appeal in Co. Fermanagh. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he would 
state the number of appeal cases to the 
Chief Land Commission waiting hearing 
in County Fermanagh ; why the Chief 
Commission omitted County Fermanagh 
on their last circuit through Ulster; and 
when they will next sit to hear appeals 
in Fermanagh. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The number of 
such appeals is 454. The sittings of the 
Land Commission are arranged with due 
regard to the claims of the several dis- 
tricts. No date has yet been fixed for 
the hearing of the appeals pending from 
Fermanagh, but I will endeavour to 
ascertain whether the Commissioners 
can assign a date approximately. 


Birr Market Weighbridges. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that complaints are constantly 
being made as to the manner in which 
the tolls and weighbridges in the town of 
Birr are managed ; and if, having regard 


to the injury sustained by the public 


through the causes mentioned, he will 
take any steps to enable the District 
Council to become the owners of the tolls 
and weighing machines, so as to ensure 
that the weighing machines will be kept 
in proper order, and the tolls managed in 
a satisfactory way. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No complaints have 
been made to the Department of Agri- 
culture on this matter. In reply to the 
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second part of the Question, the Urban 
District Council of Birr is already autho- 
rised under Section 31 of the Lecal 
Government Act, 1898, to purchase the 
franchise, or right to hold a market or 
fair, whether under Statute, letters 
patent, or otherwise. 


Shiels Charity. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
under the will of Charles Shiels, dated 
14th February, 1846, the Committee of 
Management of each set of his endowed 
houses throughout Ireland should con- 
sist of five local managers only, namely, 
the Protestant incumbent, the Roman 
Catholic clergyman of the parish, the 
Presbyterian minister, the nearest magis- 
trate resident in the locality, and the 
parish churehwarden; can he explain 
why the wishes of the benefactor have 
been departed from, and why the local 
managers of the Dungannon branch of the 
charity consist now of thirteen members, 
of whom one only is a Roman Catholic ; 
can he state how many of the thirty- 
three inmates in the Dungannon block of 
twenty-five houses, had resided in or 
within three miles from the town during 
at least five years preceding the date otf 
admission ; how many are paying annual 
or weekly stipends, and how many are 
imbecile, crippled, or blind; and also 
whether any residue of the charitable 
funds, and if so, how much, is distributed 


‘by the local managers, in accordance 


with the testator’s directions, amongst 
persons of sober and industrious habits, 
residing in or near Dungannon, as may 
be destitute of means of support. or in 
need of a little assistance, to enable them 
to pursue their trade or calling with 
advantage. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am _ informed 
that the facts are as stated in the first 
paragraph. The Governors of the 
Charity have, under their Trust Act of 
1864, absolute discretion to alter or dis- 
pense with any of the directions in the 
testator’s will, as to the management of 
the almshouses. None of the inmates 
at Dungannon contribute to their sup- 
port, and the fundsof the Charity are 
expended solely in connection with their 
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support and maintenance. I have no 
information on the other matters men- 
tioned. 


Loughglynn Police and Rent Disputes. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Sergeant 
Patrick Freyne, at present stationed in 
Loughglynn, County Roscommon, is a 
native of the district in which he is 
stationed ; and whether this arrangement 
is in accordance with the practice of the 
Constabulary ; whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that Sergeant 
Freyne is in the habit of calling at the 
houses of tenant farmers in his district 
advising them to pay their rents, and 
abusing them in violent language if they 
decline to accede to his request; 
whether such proceedings are part of the 
duty of a policeman; and whether he 
will cause Sergeant Freyneto be removed 
to some other district. 


Mr. ATKINSON : Sergeant Freyne is 
not a native of this district. He denies 
having acted in the manner alleged in 
the second paragraph. He may have 
advised those tenants with whom he was 
personally acquainted not to take part in 
an unlawful combination against the 
payment of rent, and pointed out to 
them the disastrous consequences which 
such a course of action might entail on 
them and their families. In so acting he 
would discharge the fundamental duty of 
a peace officer, namely, the prevention of 
crime and the protection of the subject. 
There is no intention to remove him from 
the district. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it not the fact that 


the sergeant was born ina neighbouring | 


parish within two or three miles of the 
place where he performs his duties, and 
has he not innumerable relatives there ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : 


information | have. 


That is not the 


Irish Education Examination Papers-— 
inting Contract. 


*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will 
he explain why the Commissioners of 
Intermediate Education in Ireland have 
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again given the contract for the printing 


of the papers set for the annual examin- 
ations under the Intermediate Education 


(Ireland) Act to a London firm ; whether 
Irish printers have been afforded an 
opportunity of tendering for this work; 
and whether, having regard to the fact 
that all other Irish public educational 
bodies secure absolute secrecy in the 
execution of similar work in Ireland, he 
will represent to the Commissioners the 
advisability of having these papers printed 
in future within the four seas of Ireland, 


Mr. ATKINSON: This is not a matter 
calling for the intervention of the Gov- 
ernment. Ifthe Board of Intermediate 
Education determined that the examina- 
tion papers should be printed outside 
Ireland, upon which point I have no 
information, I have no doubt they exer- 
cised their discretion wisely and well, 
and with the object, in the best interests 
of the pupils themselves, of preserving 
secrecy. The Government do not propose 
to communicate with the Board, as 
suggested at the end of the Question. 


*Mr. NANNETTI: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman know of any English 
Educational Authority that sends the 
printing of its examination papers to 
Ireland ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Omagh Rates. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been ca'led to the fact that 
the local rate (cess and poor rate com 
bined) in the Omagh rural district in the 
standard year was 2s. 11d. in the pound, 
and that inthe year now ending, 1901-02, 
it is 4s. 3}d.; is he aware that the 
increase swallows up the agricultural 
grant, and leaves the ratepayer no better 
off than prior to the subvention, and that, 
in the case of the British farmer, half his 
rates are paid on agricultural land ; and 
will he take into consideration this fact 
in dealing with the question of local 
taxation in Ireland, with a view to 
placing the Irish farmer on an equal 
footing with the British farmer in 
respect to the Exchequer contribution 


in relief of rates on agricultural land. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The figures given 
inthat Question are, I believe, accurate. 
The hon. Member is mistaken as to the 
operation of the English Act. To make 
the change suggested would alter the 
whole basis on which the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act has been passed. The 
remedy is economy in the administration 
of the rates. 


Land (Ireland) Act, 1896—Operation of 
the 40th Section. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state what steps, if any, are being taken 
to give effect to the provisions of the 
40th Section of the Land Act of 1896 
in the case of those estates in Ireland 
at present under the jurisdiction of the 
Landed Estates Court; and whether, 
seeing that on many of these estates 
situated in congested districts in the 
West of Ireland the tenants are suffer- 
ing by reason of the delay in having 
this matter settled, he will say when it 
is contemplated to have sales effected 
and the land transferred to the tenants 
in accordance with the terms of the 
section quoted. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Since 1897, as a 
result of the pressure brought to bear 
by the Land Judge, a large number of 
estates administered in his Court have 
been wholly or partially sold, or taken 
out ot Court, and the sales are rapidly 
progressing. In January last new rules 
were made regulating the procedure 
before the Land Judge. These rules, 
which were duly gazetted are designed 
to afford further fac. s for rapid 
sales to tenants. The 4 'th Section of 
the Act of 1896 does not apply to 
estates in congested districts until the 
Congested Districts Board have notified 
their intention not to purchase them. 


Shocting on the Clanricarde Estate. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on 24th February last a 
tenant on the Clanricarde estate was 
prosecuted for shooting a hare without 
a game licence and fined two pounds ; 
and, seeing that the agent on the estate 
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presided at petty sessions held at Wood- 


ford on the occasion, what steps, if 
any, will be taken in this matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The prosecution was 
at the suit of the Inland Revenue. The 
defendant was convicted and __ fined, 
as stated. He is the son of a tenant on 
the estate of the Marquess of Clanricarde. 
The agent of the estate was not dis- 
qualified from adjudicating in the case, 
and no action is called for by Govern- 
ment as suggested. 


Mr. ROCHE: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the feeling in the 
district is one of utter contempt for 
the law as administered ? 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mayo Prison Governorship. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the vacancy in the governorship of the 
Mayo Prison, caused by the transference 
of Mr. M‘Gann to Armagh Prison, has 
yet been filled, and if it is proposed to 
make the appointment from the ranks 
of those engaged in the prison service. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first inquiry is in the affirmative, and to: 
the second in the negative. 


Prison Regulations at Kilkenny. 

Mr. CONOR O‘KELLY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
the grounds on which the Governor of 
Kilkenny Gaol has_ withheld from 
Michael Glennon, a bail prisoner at 
present confined there, copies of the 
Trish People newspaper, sent him by his 
friends, whilst allowing him to read other 
Irish newspapers ; whether in this 
matter the Governor acted on his own 
responsibility or on instructions from 
the Irish Executive ; and whether he 
proposes to have the prohibition of the 
Trish People newspaper withdrawn. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Governor 
withheld the copies of the print referred 
to on the ground that they contained 
matter of an objectionable character. 
He acted on his own responsibility and 
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in the discharge of his duty under the 
24th of the prison rules. The Govern- 
ment do not propose to issue any in- 
structions to the Governor, such as 
suggested. 


Questions. 


Mr. DILLON: Then are Governors 
of Irish gaols to be set up as censors of 
newspapers ? 


Irish Congested Districts Board—Resig- 
nation of Lord de Vesci. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the fact that a large portion of 
West Cork is scheduled as a congested 
district, and contains a number of im- 
portant fishing stations, and also was 
represented on the Congested Districts 
Board by the Rev. Charles Davis, late 
parish priest of Baltimore, he will appoint 
as successor to Lord de Vesci a represen- 
tative from the district. 


Mr ATKINSON: The vacancy on 
the Congested Districts Board caused by 
the death of the Rev. Charles Davis, 
P.P., in 1892, was filled by the appoint- 
ment of the Most Rev. Dr. O’Donnell, 
Bishop of Raphoe. The Government 
have no reason to believe that the 
nterests of the Congested Districts in 
West Cork have been neglected, as the 
Question would seem to imply. On the 
contrary, they are aware that much has 
been doné to promote and foster the 
fishing industry in that part of Ireland. 
The vacancy caused by the recent retire- 
ment of Lord de Vesci has been filled by 
the appointment of the Earl of Shaftes- 
bury. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): Has the right hon. Gentleman 
taken into consideration communications 
received with reference to the representa- 
tion of the other districts ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Yes, Sir. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL : 


consideration have they received ? 


What 


Captain DONELAN (Cork County, 
E.): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that they have received no con- 
sideration whatever ? 
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Mr. O'MARA: Can the right hon, 
Gentleman give us the special qualifiea- 
tions of the Earl of Shaftesbury ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Irish Land Valuation. 

* Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Commissioners of 
Valuation will not under any cireun- 
stances revise the valuation of land in 
Ireland ; and will he explain how it was 
that a re-valuation was made in 1899 of 
that portion of the Great Southern and 
Western Railway which runs through 
the No. 1 Tipperary Council District, 
and the valuation reduced by a consider. 
able amount. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Commissioner 
of Valuation has no power, under the 
Valuation Acts, to increase or lessen the 
total valuation of lands in any townland. 
The effect of the revision, in 1899, of 
the valuation of that portion of the 
the Great Northern and Western 
Railway which lies in the district 
mentioned was to increase, not reduce, 
the rateable valuation of the railway 
in that district. 


Mr. CULLINAN: Is it not a fact that 
in several districts the valuation has 
been reduced ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The total valua- 
tion of the railway has been increased. 

Mr. CULLINAN: That is not the 
point. 


Labourers’ Cottage Schemes. 


CaPTaIN DONELAN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
general instructions have been issued to 
Local Government Board Inspectors to 
furnish Councils concerned with their 
reasons for rejecting applications in con- 
nection with schemes of cottages under 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts ; and, if not, 
whether such instructions will be issued. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It has been the 
invariable practice of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to communicate the reasons 
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for rejection, in every such case, to the 
local Council concerned. 


Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that it is 
customary for inspectors to the Local 
Government Board to reject applications 
made for sites for labourers’ cottages on 
large holdings situate at a distance from 
public roads, notwithstanding that the 
approaches to those holdings are the 
same as used by farmers who live on 
either side ; and whether he will instruct 
the inspectors that such sites should not 
in future be rejected, especially in cases 
where labourers already live on those 
holdings. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Section 6 of the 
Labourers Act of 1883, as amended by 
Section 3 of the Act of 1886, prescribes 
that lands cannot be taken compulsorily 
except they “immediately adjoin, and are 
accessible from, a then existing public 
road.” It is not customary for inspectors 
to reject applications for cottages merely 
onthe ground of the approach to the 
site, if such approach is a public road, 
ie., one over which an undoubted public 
right of way exists. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): 
Is it the intention of the Government to 
introduce legislation this session to amend 
the Labourers Act ? 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order,order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Ballyhaunis (Mayo) Police. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the conduct of.a force 
of police under Sergeant I.yons, of Bally- 
haunis, at Island, Co. Mayo, on 24th 


February last when a man named 
Patrick Healy, while thanking the 


people for assistance given by them to the 
Island tenants in bringing home turf, 
was set upon by Sergeant Lyons, who 
struck him with his baton and ordered 
the constables to disperse the crowd with 
their batons, with the result that a man 
named Owen Carney and his wife were 
knocked down by a constable; and will 
he state the reason for this attack, and 
what action he proposes to take in this 
matter. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: I am informed that 
on the date mentioned a crowd, of which 
Patrick Healy was a prominent member, 
lighted a bonfire in the immediate prox- 
imity of the house of an individual who 
has been subjected to intimidation 
because he is employed as herd on a 
grazing farm. Healy addressed the 
crowd and was using language of an in- 
timidatory character, which was endorsed 
by the crowd, when Sergeant Lyons 
called upon him to desist in his attacks. 
This Healy refused to do and the ser- 
geant thereupon called upon the crowd 
to disperse, as the gathering under the 
circumstances was an unlawful assembly. 
The crowd not only refused to disperse 
but persisted in its illegal course, and 
the sergeant then ordered the police to 
disperse it by force. Healy and Carney 
were struck, but neither Carney nor his 
wife were knocked down. Mrs. Carney, 
who had a stone in her hand, incited the 
crowd to stone the police. The sergeant 
performed his duty with judgment and 
tact, and no action is called for as sug- 
gested in the Question. 


Questions. 


Mr. DILLON : Then are we to under- 
stand that in future in Ireland a police 
sergeant is to be the judge of what is an 
unlawful assembly ? 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): And are 
we to take it that an assembly becomes 
unlawful immediately a particular speaker 
ases unlawful language ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : That is an abstract 
question. 


Mr. BLAKE: But it is the natural 
outcome of your answer. 


Caprain DONELAN: Are the police 
to decide whether or not an assembly is 
unlawful ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : And as to 
this sergeant, has His Excellency satisfied 
himself as to his legal knowledge ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Ranagissaun Police. 
Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 


| drawn to the action of Constables Ward, 
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Hyland, and Marshall, of the ) Ranagissaun 
Police Barracks, Kilmovee, Co. Mayo, on 
Thursday, 27th February, in stopping the 
local band from playing on the public 
road, at a time when there was no meeting 
and no disorder of any kind ; and whether 
he will see that such interference is not 
repeated. 


Questwons. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The constables 
named had good reason to believe that it 
was the intention of the band to proceed 
in the direction of the house of a bailiff on 
a property in this locality, for the purpose 
of intimidating him. The police requested 
the leaders of the band to take another 
road, which they did. The band was not 
prevented from proceeding in any other 
direction. There was no undue 
interference with the band on the part of 
the police. 


Mr. DILLON: What 
“good reason to believe ” 
of the Irish police ? 


constitutes 
in the minds 


Irish Estates in the Land Court. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view of 
forthcoming Irish land legislation, he will 
be prepared to grant the Return relating 
to Irish Estates in the Land Judges’ 
Court, notice of which stands on to-day’s 
Paper.7 


Mr. ATKINSON : I am informed that 
the preparation of the Return asked for, 
with the accuracy without which it would 
be misleading, would, for reasons too 
complicated and numerous to be dealt 
within reply toa Question, makedemands 
upon the time and labour of the staff of 
the Court which would seriously impede 
the work of the Court. I shall be happy 
to show my hon. friend the Report I have 
received, if he desires to see it. 


Tralee and Dingle Railway. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 


+The | 
“Return setting out (a) the number of 
Esiates in the tris Land Judge’s Court ; (b) 
the : rental of such properties ; (c) the 
nui i imes of the receivers in charg es 
n which the said Estates were 
p Court; and (e) the number 
subject to sale under the fortieth section of the 
.\ct of isye.’ 


eturn referred to was as follows— 
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received any communications recently 
from the Kerry County Council relative to 
the Tralee and Dingle railway ; whether, 
considering the condition of this line, 
the responsibility which rests on the 
Government because of sanctioning the 
curves and gradients, and the amount of 
rates of the county, which renders it 
impossible to give help out of the rates, 
he will have inquiries made into this 
matter and so prevent loss of life. 


Mr. ATKINSON: My right hon. 
friend has received the communications 
referred to. With regard to the second 
part of the Question, the Report made 
by the engineer appointed by the Board 
of Works in 1884 stated that special and 
ample brake-power should be provided 
and always ready for use on the heavy 
inclines, and that with adequate traction 
for heavy loads on these inclines the 
proposed railway might be efficiently 
worked. The line when constructed was 
passed by the Board of Trade. The 
Board of Works adhere to the opinion 
that with the proper working required 
by their engineer, and proper mainten- 
ance, the gradients and curves approved 
by them could be efficiently worked. It 
does not rest with the Board to take 
action in this matter. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Did 
not the engineers of the Board of Works 
disapprove the line ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: |] 


notice of that Question. 


must ask for 


ag ge Hospital, Dublin. 
Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.): 
I beg to a the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state the amount of the Imperial grant 
allotted to the Richmond Hospital in 
Dublin; and why this institution is not 


required under its charter to receive 
pauper inmates gratuitously; can he 


say to what class of inmates the funds of 
this institute are applied; and whether. 
in the matter of the special cases of 
paupers sent for treatment from Nenagh 


Union, he will explain why the custom 
in existence for the past thirty u's of 
receiving such paupers free should be 


denarted trom hv the 


Richmond Hospital. 


authorities at 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The amount annu- 
ally voted to the House of Industry 
Hospitals, of which the Richmond 
Hospital is one, is £7,600. No such 
conditions as mentioned are attached to 
the payment of the Parliamentary grant, 
and the hospital authorities contend they 
are entitled to charge the guardians of 

or law unions the sum of 2s. per head 
per day, for the maintenance and treat- 
ment of pauper inmates sent by these 
unions. If the hen-Member will refer 
to the Report cf the Select Committee of 
the House issued in 1854, and to the 
Report of the Viceregal Commission of 
1855, he will find much information as 
to these hospitals and the class of patients 
treated in them. As already stated by 
my right hon. friend, the hospital 
authorities are not aware that workhouse 
patients were maintained for thirty years 
before 1895 without payment. 


*Mr. P. J. O’BRIEN: Is the right hon. 

Gentleman aware that | have privately 
informed the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary that the accuracy of the 
statement in the Question is within my 
personal knowledge as Chairman of the 
Nenagh Union for some sixteen years ! 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have given the 
hon. Member the effect of the Report | 
have received. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN: It is not a correct 
report. 


Mallaranny Foreshore Rights. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of ‘Trade 
whether he can say to whom the Crown 
parted with its rights to the foreshore 
between high- and low-water mark near 
Mallaranny, Co. Mayo, and by what 
instrument, whether by patent or other- 
wise, 

THE PRESIDENT oF tug BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Greratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): I understand that the Crown 
rights in the foreshore near Mallaranny 
were granted to one John Brown by 
patent in the 29th year of King Charles 

Irish Gold Ornaments. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexfor 
N.): L bee to ask Mr. ¢ Hor of t] 
Exchequer if he can state when the trial 
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between the Treasury and the British 
Museum for the recovery of the Irish 
gold ornaments will take place. 


Questions. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ BkEaAcu, 
Bristol, W.): The time for delivery 


of defence expired on the 8th inst., 
but the defendants have taken out 
a summons asking for a fortnight’s 
further time. This will be opposed ; but 
I cannot commit myself to any opinion as 
to when the trial will take place. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said he 
was anxious the Irish Academy should 
have notice when the trial was likely to 
take place. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I will see to 
it. 


Debased Silver Coinage in Ireland. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if, 
in view of the inconvenience to business 
in lreland arising from the amount of 
debased silver coinage now circulating in 
that country, he will take iteps to have 
all worn silver coins withdrawn. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I presume 
that the Question refers to worn silver 
coin. [ have never heard that any de- 
based coin is in circulation in Ireland. 
Worn coin is withdrawn from circulation 
in Ireland, and forwarded to the Royal 
Mint for re-coinage, by the Bank of 
Ireland, which has a large number of 
branches in the country, and has made uo 
complaint of any inconvenience to 
business. If the hon. Member can 
furnish me with any facts on which his 
Question is based, inquiry shall be made. 


Illicit Stills in Ireland. 

Mr. OMARA: I beg to ask the See- 
retary to the Treasury if he will state 
how many prosecutions have taken place 
and convictions obtained, respectively, in 
the provinces of Ulster, Munster, and 
Connaught in connection with discoveries 
of illicit stills. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The figures for the year ended 3lst 
la h, 1901, are as follows— 

er .......4 prosecutions and 22 convictions. 

uster 4 ” ” s 
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Chinese Operations—Parliamentary 
Recognition of Military Services. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 


Supply—Army 


W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the First | 


Lord of the Treasury whether, in recog- 
nition of the conduct of our Military 


and Naval forces, both British and Indian, | 


during the recent operations in China, 


His Majesty's Government will propose | 


that Parliament pass a vote of thanks to 
them for their services. 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS.| 


URY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): In answer to the hon. Gentleman, 
I have to say that we are entirely in ac- 
cord with him as to the estimate we have 
formed of the admirable conduct of the 
troops engaged in the recent Chinese 
operations ; but from the strictly military 
point of view the operations seem not 


to have been of a character which would | 


justify the very exceptional treatment 
which the hon. Gentleman suggests. 


Mer. JOSEPH WALTON: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider whether 
it is inany way possible to remedy what 
may seem to be a somewhat invidious 
distinction between the members of the 
naval force who have received recognition 
and those of the military force ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
aware there had been any exceptional 
treatment of one portion of the forces, 
but if the hon. Gentleman will give me 
particulars I will make it my business to 
inquire. 


‘‘The Times "—Publication of Exclusive 
Information as to Cabinet Meetings. 
Mr. DILLON : I wish to ask the First 

Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the fact that 
special and exclusive information was 
communicated to Zhe Times as to the 
Cabinet Council originally arranged to 
be held on Friday last and as to the prin- 
cipil business to be laid before that Cabi- 
net Council; whether he has found out 
through what channel that information 
reached 7he Times, and whether he can 
assure the House that similar leakage 
will not occur in the future. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I imagine that 
what the hon. Gentleman refers to is one 
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|of those conjectures in which all news- 
| papers are at liberty to indulge, and ip 
| which most of them do indulge. 


Mr. DILLON: It is not conjecture ; 
|it is a statement of fact. 





| NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


John M‘Kean, Esquire, for the County 
of Monaghan (South Monaghan Division) 


| 





SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


| Mr. JEFFREYs (Hampshire, N.) in 
the Chair. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £8,332,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
|Charge for the Supply and Repair of 
Warlike and other Stores, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903,” 


(4.30.) CapraiIn NORTON (Newington, 
W.) said the Vote included a large sum 
for equipment sent to South Africa, and 
for the information of hon. Members who 
might not understand exactly, he would 
explain that ordnance stores included 
wagons, medical equipment, arms, ac- 
coutrements, and almost everything issued 
toa soldier from Woolwich, whether made 
at Government establishments or by 
private contractors. A large proportion of 
these stores had been put out to contract, 
and it was his object to. show that many 
of them had been manufactured of inferior 
material and that the very lowest class 
of workmanship had been put into them. 
Upon this Vote was a sum of £2,000 for 
the payment of inspectors for the 
inspection of these articles, and an 
additional sum for the wages of civilian 
superintendents employed in the in- 
spection of stores at the factories, 
of £34,000 with a further addition of 
£115,000 only tothe South African war. 
These large sums for inspection, taken in 
conjunction with the state of affairs in 
South Africa, showed that there had 
been fraudulent transactions on a large 
scale, and as the Committee had had no- 
opportunity of looking at the details of 
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these Estimates—as they had not been 
pat before the Committee—he moved, 
“That Mr. Deputy Chairman do report 
progress and ask leave to sit again.” 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Under 
the powers conferred upon me, I must 
refuse to put the Question. 


Captain NORTON : Am I to under- 
stand, Sir, that you decline to put the 


Question ! 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes. 


Carrain NORTON: Then may I be 
permitted to continue my remarks ? 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes. 


Captain NORTON said he desired to 
draw special attention to Vote “ A,”’ the 
pay of the civilian staff, and the wages in 
the Ordnance Department at Woolwich. 
A considerable number of men were 
employed at Woolwich at a rate of 
wages in direct contradiction to the fair 
wages resolution. It was the custom of 
the authorities to employ pensioned 
soldiers, and in that way they were able 
toobtain labour at 15s. That was gradu- 
ally inereased, first to 17s., then to 19s., 
and finally to 21s, a week. It had been 
said that although the nominal wages 
were only 21s.,the men often brought 
that up to 24s. by piece work, but 
he contended that the wages paid were 
only 19s., 20s. and 21s., which at 
Woolwich was not a living wage. At 
the Ordnance Stores there were a large 
number of men paid a high rate of 
wages for overlooking men occupied 
at the Stores, and the result was that 
wh lst the Jower class labour was 
sweated, a great deal of the public 
money was squandered on these higher 
class men. These men were paid far 
less than men doing similar work for 
private firms, and he contended that 
cheap labour was bad labour, and that 
the Government ought to have the best 
labour obtainable. It had been said that 
the men employed by the Government 
had many advantages, but those 
advantages were no greater than the 
men themselves could obtain from their 
Friendly Societies at the cost of 6d. a 
week, and the fact that the Government 
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gave these advantages was no reason for 
their not paying the rate of wages 
current in the locality. It was said that 
these advantages cost the Government 
1s. 2d.,but that was no reason for defraud- 
ing a man of his legitimate pay. It was 
a sort of trick system carried out by 
the Government of the day. If 
the Government were not prepared 
to pay the current wages, they could 
not get the best quality of labour, and 
as a result of this inferior labour it was 
well known that the Boers had been able 
to supply themselves with a considerable 
amount of ammunition owing to the 
cartridges falling out of the faulty 
bandoliers carried by our soldiers. So 
small were the wages paid to the 
employees at Woolwich, that men em- 
ployed in the dockyard during the day 
had been known to go hawking vege- 
tables and other things about the streets 
at night. That was not a condition of 
things which ought to be necessary in 
order that a workman of the Govern- 
ment should get a living wage. 


This matter was closely related to the 
housing question, and he had been told 
that the question could not be considered 
in regard to Deptford and Woolwich 
without its being considered in respect 
to the whole 30,000 labourers in 
Government employ all over the country. 
But surely it was a question that could be 
dealt with most effectually by paying the 
trade union rate of wages in the various 
localities. It was a well-known fact that 
Woolwich was one of the most difficult 
places for a workman to obtain house 
room. He had either to go to Plumstead, 
or had to pay, if he wished to live in 
Woolwich, the same price as he would 
have to pay in the centre of South 
London. In Woolwich the average price 
for one room was 3s. a week, and a 
man who wished to live under conditions 
of common decency had to pay &s. 6d. 
or 9s. a week for three rooms. The 
Government had declared more than 
once its anxiety to deal with the housing 
question. That question had been 
brought before the House, which had 
heard the most shocking details described. 
All those shocking details were rampant 
at Woolwich. A man at Woolwich who 
received 19s. or 20s. a week had out of 
that to pay a sum of 8s. or 9s. a week 


for his room accommodation, and had to 


21 
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keep his family on 13s. or 14s. a week. 
A man under those conditions had to do 
one of two things—he had either to 
deprive himself of sufficient nourishment, 
or to play the part of a bad citizen, a bad 
husband, and a bad father, and deprive 
his wife and family of sufficient nourish- 
ment. How were that man’s children 
under those circumstances to derive any 
good from education? They could not 
learn when only half fed. But the worst 
aspect of this dreadful state of things 
was from the point of view of the women. 
He would not mince matters ; the women 
were either obliged to deprive themselves 
of sufficient food, or to sell their bodies 
in the public streets. It was dis- 
graceful that the Government of 
the day should be sweating their 
labourers in this manner. The 
poorest district of London recently 
passed a _ resolution that its road- 
sweepers should not be paid less than 
24s. a week; yet the Government were 
paying miserable wages. He moved to 
reduce the amount of Item “A” by 
£100. 


Motion made, and Question put, 
“That Item ‘A’ (Civilian Staff and 
Wages of Army Ordnance Department) 
be reduced by £100.”—(Captain Norton.) 


(4.45) THEFINANCIALSECRETARY 
to THE WAR OFFICE (Lord StaNLey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The hon. 
Member has raised the question of 
whether we are payinga fair rate of 
wages to those whom we employ, and he 
has impressed upon the Committee the 
necessity of the Government being, in 
these matters at any rate, on a level with 
the best employers of labour in the 
country. With that, on the whole, I 
am not prepared to disagree. I think 
we should endeavour to help those who 
serve under us as long as they are assist- 
ing us to the best of their ability. But 
we must also remember that, as a 
Government, we have to look at these 
matters rather as if we were managers 
of a business on behalf of the country, 
and to see that we do not set up a stan- 
dard which will end, although there is a 
pecuniary advantage to the labourers, 
in a loss to the State. In all these 
matters our object must be to get the 
cheapest material and the cheapest form 
of labour, combined, as it must be, in 

Captain Norton. 
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both cases with the best class of 
material and the best form of labour. 
With regard to 21s. not being a living 
wage, I am not disposed to accept the 
payments made by Vestries as the current 
rate of wages. One must go to the other 
districts where similar work is carried 
out, and compare the work done in our 
factories with the work done in other 
parts. 


Captain NORTON: Oh, no; the 


housing question comes in. 


Lorp STANLEY: I must disagree 
with the hon. Member. In alloting 
work, a certain amount to the factories 
and a certain amount to the trade, the 
whole question of the rate of wages must 
come in, and we are entitled to compare 
the rate of wages that we pay with that 
paid in other districts where similar 
work is done. The rate of wages has 
been for some time a bone of contention 
in this House, and it has on various 
occasions been dealt with by the 
Government of the day—chiefly by the 
Government now on this side of the 
House. The minimum rate before 1891 
was 17s. ; in 1891 it was raised to 18s. ; 
in 1893, to 19s., and in 1897 to 21s. 
Then in 1894 the hours were reduced 
from 54 to 48 per week. That gives an 
average roughly, with the benefits 
which the labourers get; of 54d. per 
hour. The benefits—which after ll, 
must be taken into account in comparing 
like with like—are that the employees get 
free medical attendance, free hospital in 
case of accident, sick pay at half-rate after 
the three years service, paid holidays 
for a certain number of days in each 
vear — nine days at Woolwich and 
Pimlico, the period varying at other 
places—and a gratuity on discharge at 
the rate of a week’s pay for each year's 
service. I do not think you will find 
any private employers who give those 
advantages, and we are perfectly justi- 
fied in taking them into account. Then 
the hon. Member referred to one form 
of labour as being very much under- 
paid—that of the packer. 


CapTaAIN NORTON: No, I did not 
specially refer to the packer. The men I 
specially alluded to were those employed 
at less than 24s. a week. The packer 
gets more than that. 





ee ct 


re 
m 
be 


100 


of 
ur. 
ng 
the 
ent 
her 
ied 
our 


her 
the 


ree 
ing 
ries 
the 
ust 
are 
hat 
ilar 
has 
ion 
ous 
the 
the 
the 
39] 


1s, 


ced 


fits 
per 
all, 
ing 
get 


iter 
ays 
ach 
and 
her 

at 
ar’s 
ind 
108€ 
isti- 
hen 
orm 
Jer- 


not 
an | 
ved 
‘ker 





901 Supply— Army 


Lorp STANLEY: I think the hon. | 
Member referred to the packer, and 
said he ought to get more. 


CapTraIN NORTON: I merely men- 
tioned him in order to describe to the 
House the class of work that was done. 


LorD STANLEY: The packer is one 
of those who get 24s., apart from the 
other benefits. As to the men who get 
21s., the store-house men at Pimlico are 
classified in three grades, of whom the 
third class get 21s. and the first class 24s. 


Captain NORTON: But we are on 
the Ordnance Vote now. 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes; I ought not 
to have alluded to that, perhaps. In 
the ordnance factories nearly all the 
men who are rated at 2ls. get, as a 
matter of fact, more than 24s, many 
of them being on piecework. But I 
want to point out that the labour is 
not in any way skilled labour. It is 
absolutely and entirely unskilled labour, 
and I hold that if you go all through 
the country—barring the Vestries, which 
Iam not prepared to accept as a stan- 
dard—you will not find that 21s. is a 
low rate of pay for absolutely unskilled 
labour. 


Captain NORTON: What about the 
dockers’ 6d. an hour? 


Lorp STANLEY : Ido not know what 
the dockers’ hours are, and, as my right 
hon. friend points out, the docks do not 
provide, as we do, for a continuity or 
certainty of service. That must be a 
point in every man’s consideration when 
engaging himself to any particular work. 
Out of the 6,600 labourers in the Ord- 
nance factories, only 2,600 are rated at 
2is., and even of those the majority earn 
over 24s. on piecework. I cannot now 
go into the question of the housing of 
the working classes. I admit that to 
a certain extent it may be bound up in 
this matter, but it is not a question that 
can be gone into as a whole on the 
Ordnance Vote. We are bound to take 
things as we find them in that particular 
respect, and my inquiries have not led 
me to the conclusion that there has 
been such an enormous increase in rents 
at Woolwich as the hon. Member has 
pointed out. 
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Captain NORTON: Noincrease ? They 
have been rising steadily for ten years 


past. 


Lorp STANLEY: After all, we have 
done something to meet that, because 
in that period we have raised the wages 
by 4s. and reduced the hours by six 
per week. We are perfectly prepared, 
and it is our duty to do so, to watch 
the whole movement of the labour 
market, and to endeavour to bring our 
labourers up to the scale of those em- 
ployed by private persons. This we have 
tried to do by giving to totally unskilled 
labour what we believe to be the market 
rate—21s. In addition to that, the cost 
of the benefits given to these labourers 
in 1900-1 exceeded £65,000, which is not 
a small bonus for an employer to give 
to his employees. I am with the hon. 
Member in wishing to see our work- 
men treated as fairly as the workpeople 
of private employers, but I cannot say 
that the remarks of the hon. Member or 
my own inquiries would justify us in 
making any increase in the rate of the 
wages we are now paying. 


Estimates. 


CarTAIN NORTON said he thought 
he had made it quite clear that all the 
advantages quoted by the noble Lord 
could be obtained by the men on pay- 
ment of 6d. a week into a friendly society. 
As to the current rate of wages in Wool- 
wich for unskilled labour, it was 24s., and 
the Government did not pay it. He 
therefore thought his case was perfect. 


(4.55.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) recognised that 
in some respects the reply of the noble 
Lord was a good one. He agreed that 
the Vestries were not a safe standard to 
go by, but taking the ordinary labourer 
in districts like Woolwich, the rate of 
wages was certainly higher than 53d. 
per hour. Moreover, it made a great 
difference as to a living wage if the rents 
were so much lower. As to comparing 
the rate of wages at Woolwich to that in 
other places, the men at Armstrong’s 
Works at Newcastle received higher 
wages than those at Woolwich for 
exactly the same class of work. No 
doubt where the men were on piece work 
they were able to earn a good living 
wage, and if all the men worked on that 
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system it would be an answer to the 
Motion before the Committee. But a 
large number of men did not get piece 
work, and inthe name of those men it 
was asked either that all should be given 
piece work and so enabled to earn a 
living wage, or that they should be paid 
the wage current in the locality. The 
rents had been very high—in fact, London 
rents—for the last ten years, but the 
increases of wages to which the noble 
Lord referred as counterbalancing the 
increased rents, went back to before that 
time. When the present Leader of the 
Opposition was at the head of the War 
Office, a housing scheme, was proposed 
for Woolwich. If anything were done in 
the way of that scheme it would pro- 
bably meet much of the difficulty of 
these underpaid men, but at present 
they had to pay preposterously high rents 
in proportion to the wages theyreceived. 
He hoped his hon. friend would press his 
Motion to a division unless a more 
satisfactory reply was given. , 


Suppl y—Army 


(5.0.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said he wished to ask the 
noble Lord a question upon a matter 


which arose on page 60 in reference 
to the item for the wages of civilian 
subordinates employed in inspection 


ot stores at the factories, amounting 
to £147,700. In the first place, the 
number of the civilians employed in this 
way was not given, and that seemed to 
be an extraordinary piece of information 
to have omitted. In every other head of 
employment under Class A, the numbers 
employed in 1901-02 and 1902-03 were 
given, and yet under the largest and 
most important item in the Vote, the 
number of men employed was not given. 
Ife wished to know the number of 
civilian subordinates employed and the 
conditions under which they were em- 
ployed. Really the very essence of this 
Vote was inspection of stores. A large 
part of this inspection of stores was per- 
formed for the Navy, and not for the 
Army at all. He noted that last year 
£74.000 was taken as an appropriation 
in aid on account of stores inspected for 
the Navy, but on page 62 it would be 
seen that £90,600 had been put down, 
apparently for the same item. He 
thought it was a mistake to entrust the 
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Mr. Courtenay Warner. 
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stores for the Navy, for military men did 
not, and never would, understand naval 
requirements. The employment of these 
military civilian subordinates inspecting 
naval’ordnance was wrong, and ought to 
be altered. He asked that the discre- 
paney between the £74,000 and the 
£90,000 in the appropriation in aid 
should be explained, and whether the 
system of inspecting naval stores by 
military civilian inspectors was still being 
kept up and encouraged. 


Estimates. 


(5.5.) THe SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, 
Guildford): In reply to the points raised 
by the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, | 
desire to say that, in the first place, | 
do not think it would be feasible to give 
the numbers in such a case, nor would it 
be possible to have two sets of Inspectors. 
The number of men employed in inspec- 
tion naturally varies very considerably, 
for many men are often taken on fora 
short term and turned off again. I do 
not think that the War Office could 
undertake to lay down the precise 
num ber of men employed in the inspection 
of stores. The hon. Member has also 
gone into the question of the relations 
between the Admiralty and the War 
Office, but I do not think we could 
have a better system. The Admiralty 
are represented by the Vice-President ot 
the Ordnance Committee on the Com- 
mittee which chooses the pattern of the 
guns, and therefore I do not think that 
my hon. friend need be under ans 
apprehension that patterns desired by 
the Navy would be given the go-by. I 
do not say that the present system has 
worked admirably, but, so far as I am 
aware, there is no complaint on the part 
of the Admiralty as to the way the 
system of inspection is carried on. 


*(5.8.) Sm CHARLES DILKE (Glou- 


cestershire, Forest of Dean) thought 
the question raised by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn would be 


more in Order upon the Navy Stores 
Vote. He understood from a lecture 
which had been delivered in Scotland by 
an hon. Member of this House that the 
two Departments of the Army and Navy 
had come to different views with regard 
to the new powder. With reference to: 
the recent discharge of men at Woolwich,, 
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the Secretary of State for War had stated 
that it was impossible for him to give 
the number of the men. He understood 
that it was a very large number, and he 
had been informed that a good many 
things previously made in the arsenal 
were now being made by contract. He 
had no objection to this if the things 
supplied were cheaper and better, but 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
had called the attention of the War 
Office in his report to the fact that under 
long running contracts they were paying 
more than double the prices for articles 
which th y made equally well themselves. 
He entirely supported what had been 
said by his hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for West Newington in regard 
to the wages paid at Woolwich Arsenal. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
no reliance could be placed on the 
prices attached by the Department to 
their material. Haif of those prices were 
quite fictitious. He thought that if his 
right hon. friend could not tell the 
Committee how many men he was going 
to employ upon inspection in 1902-03, 
surely he might tell them how many he 
did actually employ for the year 1901-02. 
“ could not see any difliculty in doing 
that. 


(5.15.) Mr. BRODRICK: The men 
employed on the wages sheet have never 
been given, although I could, if necessary, 
give the numbers employed upon any 
given day, and [ shall be willing to 
supply them tothe hon. Member. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean has raised a very 
important point in regard to the 
question of the discharge of workmen 
which has taken place at Woolwich. 
Woolwich and the other depéts have 
been working up to their very utmost 
limits on all classes of stores. I am sure 
that I shall have the Committee with 
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me when I say that we consider it to be 
neither good policy nor safe for the 
country to go on the principle of work- 
ing Woolwich up to its fullest available 
extent and to trust to chance to be able 
to find manufacturing firms to provide 
us with a certain amount of our stores 
when war breaks out. In the first place. 
we must give larger orders to the trade 
in ordinary years in order to be able to 
get our supplies when war breaks out. 
Another point insisted upon in this 
House, and one which I am absolutely 
certain is sound policy, is that our largest 
power of expansion should be in 
Woolwich itself. You would have to 
find there, in case of emergency occurring, 
a larger expansion than any of the 
private firms who execute contracts could 
be expected to turn out. For that reason 
we must keep Woolwich down to such a 
condition that it will be able to expand 
in case of emergency. Of course we 
shall have regard in doing that to where 
there is a startling divergence in price. 
I trust also that our prices are a great 
deal nearer the cost prices than the hon. 
Member behind me thinks. From time 
to time, as he is probably aware, very 
careful investigation has been made into 


this subject. | am by no means 
saying that it does not require 


careful watching. On the contrary, 
I think that in all those manufacturing 
questions we must watch carefully the 
cost of production. I have been giving 
personal attention to that subject at 
this moment, and I think we ghall be 
able to satisfy the right hon. Gentleman 
that we are not unduly giving out 
stores to the trade which we could 
manufacture more economically our- 
selves. 


(5.18.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 104; 
Noes, 171. (Division List No. 63.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Burns, John 


Abrnose, Robert 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 


Brumner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Burke, E. Haviland- Cullinan, J. 


Caine, William Sproston 
Alleu,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Donelan, — Ae 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) _ Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delaney, William 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

| Dillon, John 


| Doogan, P. C. 

| Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
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Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(C’rnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Lahouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Leese,Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusH’nry Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach. Rt Hn SirMichaelHicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Joscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C W.(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Saville 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Denny, Colonel 
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Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M’ Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M’Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’ Kean, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kend’](Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


NOES. 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt Hon Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHn Sir J.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goschen, Hon, George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,Sir E W(B’rySEdnv nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Midd’ x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Higginhottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 

‘ Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
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Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt. Hn.C R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley ,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


Estimates. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Norton and Mr. 
Warner. 


Hozi on. JamesHenryCecil 
Johns. ., William (Beltast) 
Kenyou-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bouar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H( Hants. ,Farelim 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Macartney, RtHn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

M ’Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W J H( Dumfriesshire 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott( Hants.) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Round, James Stroyan, John 


Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, Harry S. (Lime 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson | Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J.M’Taggart Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford— | Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Ronen) Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
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Williams, RtHnJ Pow’ ll-(Birm. 


Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


Seely, Maj.J.E. B(Isleof Wight Valentia, Viscount 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 


Original Question again proposed. 


*(5.29.) Sm ARTHUR HAYTER 
(Walsall) said he found the Estimates 
of £1,713,000 for guns and car- 
riages showed a decrease as com- 
pared with the current year of 
£1,107,000; £2,088,000 for equipment 
stores, a decrease of £2,414,000; and 
£2,051,000 for ammunition, a decrease 
of £540,000. He could only suppose 
that these Estimates were framed in 
the belief that the war would be over 
in nine months. The news they had 
heard that day was not likely to give 
much confidence in the wisdom of 
taking the amount for this Vote for 
nine instead of twelve months. The 
question of harness and saddlery had 
been before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee last year, when a Report as to 
the prices given for saddlery and harness, 
submitted from the Comptroller and 
Auditor General, gave rise to considerable 
discussion. It appeared that there had 
been a want of inspectors and of 
storage room, and that the Government 
were obliged to hand over a large sum 
to the Rhodesian Horse to buy their own 
saddlery. In the same way, a large 
sum had been handed over to the 
Yeomanry Committee for the purchase 
oitheir saddlery. The result was that 
there was great competition in the 
saddlery market, and the price per set 
was raised from £6 9s. 6d. to £11. He 
wished to ask whether any additional 
storage had been found, and whether 
additional inspectors had been appointed 
both at home and abroad. Again, the 
Comptroller and Auditor General re 
ferred to the large purchases of stores 
that had been made at the Cap>. He 
mentioned the sum of £29,880 for 
bandoliers, and £12,848 for water 
bottles, and remarked that the rates 





Wallac», Robert 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. ) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


paid seemed largely in excess of the 
home prices. In conclusion, the Auditor 
General said that he had been informed 
that a special inquiry had from time 
to time been made, and that the 
Secretary of State for War pro- 
posed to deal with the question when 
the result of that inquiry had _ been 
placed before him. He (Sir Arthur 
Hayter) wanted toask w hetheranydecision 
had been arrived at as a result of that 
inquiry, and whether a strict control was 
now kept over purchases made abroad, 
because it had never been the practice to 
make purchases abroad for these very 
large sums, always much in excess of the 
home prices. 


* (5.35.) Str JOHN COLOMB (Great 
Yarmouth) asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War could give any information as to 
the reserve of guns and ammunition. 
Five years ago he had raised this point, 
but was asked to postpone pressing it 
and promised that a statement would be 
subsequently made to the House. The 
right hon. Gentleman did make a state- 
ment to the House with reference toa new 
system of the War Office for creating a 
reserve supply of guns and ammunition ; 
but, practically, there had been no such 
reserve or even a standard fixed for a 
reserve of guns and ammunition. He 
had not been able to trace any sign of 
the expenditure necessary to create such 
a reserve. He wanted to know whether 
the figures in the Vote represented not 
only the cost of manufacture of guns 
and the production of ammunition 
for current needs, but for building 
up a reserve. Some things had 
come under his observation which 
made him think that they did not. 
He happened to be down at Woolwich 
last week, when he found the cadets being 
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drilled with obsolete guns. In regard to 
submarine mining, he wanted to know 
why it was that under sub-head E there 
was a charge of £45,000 for “ boats and 
vessels,” and under sub-head | another 
charge of £92,000 for “ submarine mining 
(including vessels and repairs) and 
electric light.” He asked this question 
because under the system of: soldiers 
protecting naval bases they seemed to be 
setting up quite a series of little 
Admiralties under the War Office. 


(5.40.) Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON 
(Leith Burghs) said that the Secretary 
of State for War had stated the other 
night that very satisfactory results had 
been obtained from the guns purchased 
in Germany, and that a Committee was 
inquiring into the whole matter of 
obsolete guns. Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman could say when the Com- 
mittee was likely to report and whether 
the manufacture of the new guns was to 
be conducted at home or abroad. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 
that reference had been made to the 
lecture delivered in Scotland by 
the hon. Member for Haddingtonshire, 
in which he described the work of the 
Explosives Committee and stated that 
that Committee had invented a new 
powder. In listening to the speech of 
his right hon. friend the Secretary for 
War he also found that the right hon. 
Gentleman claimed that the Committee 
had invented a new powder; and he 
wished to ask the Secretary of War 
whether he could give any description 
of the new powder, or whether it was only 
a modified cordite. No one who knew 
anything of the subject would imagine 
that that was a new invention. It was 
only a modification in the manufacture of 
the cordite, and had been very well 
known and used abroad for some con- 
siderable time. He did not wish to take 
away any credit from the Explosives 
Committee, but he really wanted some 
information in regard to this new cordite. 
He further wanted to obtain some infor- 
mation as to the supply of ammunition to 
rifle clubs. Many excellent rifle clubs 
had been started in Scotland ; one, in 
which he was particularly interested, had 
been founded by a brother of Colonel 
Thorneycroft, who had such a gallant 


Sir John Colomb. 
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record in South Africa. But Mr Thorney- 
croft had not received much encourage- 
ment from the War Department. The 
club was told to apply for ammunition 
through the National Rifle Association, 
and then they found they would have to 
subscribe a guinea to the National Rifle 
Association, and having done so, they 
likewise found that they would have to 
pay £5 per 1,000 rounds, which they 
could have obtained from private dealers 
at £4 2s. 6d. The men in the locality of 
this rifle club were all miners and farmers, 
and took a deep interest in it, and any 
number were ready to join the club. 
The membership had, however, been 
restricted at first to fifty, and they had 
done all their shooting at their own 
expense. It had been agreed to increase 
the membership to 150, but there came 
in the difficulty as to the supply of rifles. 
At present they had only six rifles, 
which, of course, were insufficient for 150 


men. If the right hon. Gentleman 
wanted to encourage these clubs, lie 


should supply more rifles to them. 
According to report, any number of 
Mauser and other rifles had been cap- 
tured in South Africa, and why should 
they not be distributed to the ritle-clubs ! 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE = (Shettield, 
Brightside) wished to ask whether the in- 
crease in the item for hydraulic power, 
under sub-head F, portended aay greater 
activity at Woolwich Arsenal, contrary to 
the assurance given by the present Chief 
Secretary for lreland two years since. 


(5.45.) Mr. O MARA (Kilkenny, 5.) 
said he wished <o call attention to tie 
contracts for the supply of Maxim guns. 
Four years ago, a contract had been 


entered into with the’ firm of 
Vickers, Maxim & Co. for the 
supply of a large number of these 


guns at £105 apiece, while the same 
weapon could be produced at the 
Royal Ordnance Factories at £85 apiece. 
£20 was added as a contingency to allow 
the manufacturers to make a profit. At 
the present moment it happened that the 
War Office were paying £105 for Maxim 
guns, which the Government themselves 
could make at less than £50. That 
accentuated the point which had been 
already made, that at the present time 
the War Office were discharging men 
from Woolwich, although they could 
make guns at half the cost charged by 
That required to 
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be explained by the Secretary of State 
for War. He observed that the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General pointed out 
to the Secretary of State that very ex- 
cessive prices had been paid for guns, and 
that after full inquiry the Secretary of 
State allowed the agreement to continue 
for its full term without modification. 
He wished to know what the full con- 
sideration was which was given to the 
question, and why the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not endeavour to modify the 
contract, or, if it were not modified, why 
guus were still being purchased from the 
contractors instead of being made at the 
Government Ordnance Factory. He 
had been de- 


noticed that 205 guns 

livered by the manufacturers during 
the two years ended March, 1901, 
apart from 180 guns supplied to the 
Navy. He also wished to know how 


many guns had been ordered from the 
contractors during the present year. He 
desired further to direct attention to the 
refusal ot the Secretary of State to lay 
before the Committee the teport of the 
proceedings at the Court of Inquiry held 
in South Africa. An enormous sum, 
amounting to £638,000, was spent in 
South Africa on articles which could 
have been shipped from England, and the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General stated with reference to it— 

“Tn these instances no contract appeared to 
have been entered into, and no certificate that 
the prices were fair and reasonable was givea 
on the bill voucher.” 


The Comptroller and Auditor General 
brought the matter to the notice of the 
Secretary of State, and was informed 
that a special inquiry had for some time 
been in progress with regard to the local 
expenditure, and that the Secretary of 
State proposed to deal with the question 
raised when the results of the inquiry had 
been before him. ‘Those results had 
been in the right hon. Gentleman’s pos- 
session for some time, and yet the Com- 
mittee was now asked to vote money 
without the information which the 
Secretary of Statehad. He did not think 
that that was fair, and he trusted before 
the report stage was reached that a Paper 
would be circulated, dealing in full with 
the Report of the Committee which had 
inquired into the jobbery that had taken 
place at Cape Town. He begged to 
move the reduction of sub-head B by 
£50,000. 


{10 Marcu 1902} 
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Motion made and Question proposed 
“That Item B (Guns and Carriages) be 
reduced by £50,000.” —(Mr. O'Mara.) 


(5.52.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
had consulted the noble Lord the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office as to 
what the words “ordnance stores’ meant, 
and the noble Lord was unable to 
inform him. His own view was that 
guns and carriages were ordnance stores. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman wou'd 
inform him. If guns and carriages were 
not ordnance stores, he would sit down ; 
but if they were, as he believed they were, 
he would proceed. The point he wished 
to direct attention to was that it had 
transpired that something approaching 
£1,000,000 sterling had been spent in 
South Africa on ordnance stores —an en- 
tirely unusual proceeding. ‘The Comptroll- 
er and Auditor General thereupon entered 
into correspondence with the War Office. 
and pointed out that sums had been spent 
in South Africa on ordnance stores which 
included not only guns and carriages but 
also requirements of other kinds. He 
could not understand why ordnance stores 
should ever have been ordered in South 
Africa at all. Undoubtedly very serious 
scandals had arisen in connection with 
those purchases, which had been inquired 
into by a Committee in South Africa, 
which had reported. He understood that 
there was also another Committee under 
thechairmanship of Sir Reginald Gibbs sit- 
ting at the War Office on the same subject, 
and it was in regard to that Committee 
he should like to have information. This 
was the time and place to receive intorma- 
tion. It was no use for the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for War 
to say that it was a confidential Committee 
which was only to report to him. 
The Committee was entitled to such 
information as the right hon. Gentleman 
possessed with regard to expenditure on 
warlike stores in South Africa, including 
the Report of the South African Com- 
mittee and also the Report of Sir Reginald 
Gibbs’ Committee. The Comptroller and 
Auditor General had only alluded to a 
small portion of the amount spent. What 
he was speaking of was a sum of 
£600,000, plus £200,000 for ordnance 
stores. Whether it was spent on guns 
or carriages he did not know, but they 
were entitled to have some information. 
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There was a very large expenditure in 
1901, probably it was going on in 1902, 
and conceivably it might be continued in 
1903; and if it went on at the same 
rate, over two millions would have been 
spent in stores which could have been 
furnished from Woolwich or from a 
contractor in this country. He did not 
complain of the purchase of ordnance 
stores in South Africa, but the right 
hon. Gentleman would not deny that 
the very gravest suspicion and the very 
gravest abuses had arisen in connection 
with the matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman had appointed a Committee 
in South Africa, which had reported ; 
he had another Secret Committee 
sitting at the War Office, and under 
these circumstances the right hon. 
Gentleman was bound to tell the 
Committee whether the expenditure 
on ordnance stores outside this country 
was still continued, and secondly, what 
explanation he had to give as to the 
alleged scandals which had arisen. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman should 
inform the Committee as to the effect 
of the Report of the Committee which 
had sat in South Africa. 


(5.58.) Mr. BRODRICK said he 
would clear up the subject at once. His 
hon. friend was mistaken in thinking 
that a Committee had sat in South Africa 
in regard to these purchases. What 
actually happened, he understood, was 
that during the year 1900, and the 
beginning of 1901, very large purchases 
of saddlery, and other items of that 
description, were made by ordnance 
officers at Cape Town, in accordance with 
the requirements of Lord Roberts and 
Lord Kitchener. It was possible, when 
30,000 or 40,000 local troops were 
to be armed in two or three months, 
that there should be items which were 
deficient. As his hon. friend had said, 
the expenditure was very large, and 
attention being called to it, Lord 
Kitchener looked into its history, he 
thought, in connection with a general 
scheme for distributing ordnance stores. 
it was obvious that during the campaign, 
with supplying depéts at Cape Town 
and Blo-mfontein and elsewhere, the 
whole scheme became one of great 
magnitude and great complexity, and one 
which Lord Kitchener decided required 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


916 


re-organisation. He, therefore, despatched 
his financial adviser to report on it. 
Communications had passed between Lord 
Kitchener and himself on the subject, 
and as there were certain points upon 
which, it appeared to him, information 
was required, he had appointed a War 
Office Committee to report on them. 
He had no desire to have any con- 
cealment about these matters, but he 
must guard himself. It was obvious that 
if the business of the War Office was to 
be properly conducted the Commander- 
in-Chief and the Secretary of State must 
have the power of asking officers to 
make investigations without being bound 
to publish everything brought out in 
their reports. He could not undertake 
to present the Report which had been 
alluded to in the House. The Report 
only reached him a few days ago, and he 
had not yet been able to make a thorough 
investigation of it. All he could say was 
that the Report was very different from 
what had been suggested. It was prac- 
tically a statement that there was no sus- 
picion of fraud on the part of any officer in 
connection wth the matter, that, on the 
whole, the best system had been pursued, 
and that the troops had been properly 
supplied, and generally it cleared his 
mind of any suspicions he might have 
had. He could not go beyond that now, 
but he would undertake that the whole 
question should be completely threshed 
out. An opportunity would occur on the 
Vote for his salary, and on that he would 
make a statement and give the fullest 
information in his power to the 
Committee. He was fully sensible of the 
fact that it was necessary that no doubt 
should be left in the mind of the 
Committee as to what had been done. 


Estimates. 


Captain NORTON said he did not 
suggest that there had been fraud on the 
part of any officer, but on the part of the 
contractors. 


Mr. BRODRICK agreed that that was 
so. There was one other point with 
which he wanted to deal. The hon. 
Member for Ayrshire had spoken very 
warmly and sympathetically with regard 
to the supply of rifles to RifleClubs. The 
Government was quite as sympathetic as 
the hon. Gentleman, but he explained 
that the calls on the stores of rifles 
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were very numerous, and the War Office | 


were obliged to be very careful not to 
deplete the stores too much; but he 
thought it was possible that as time 
went on they might be able to deal 
more successfuliy with these Rifle Clubs. 
With regard to the question of field 
artillery, although the Expert Committee 
had made a great number oi experiments, 
they had not yet advised as to a new 
type of gun. This was in itself a matter 
of such importance that he thought it 
would be unwise to change the present 
type of gun before very definite advice 
was obtained from the Committee. The 
object was to get a gun with a longer 
range and which wasa quicker firer, and 
both these advantages were present to a 
certain degree in the guns obtained from 
Germany. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
why the Volunteers had not yet been sup- 
plied with the 4-7 in. gun, and pointed out 
that nothing had been said with regard 
to the reduction in the manufacture of 
heavy guns. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) thought it would be convenient 
if the right hon. Gentleman would say 
a word as to what was being done at 
Woolwich with reference to the manu- 
facture of guns. 


Mr. BRODRICK replied that with 
regard to the manufacture of heavy 
guns at Woolwich, the Government had 
no intention of departing from the 
pledge given by the Secretary of State 
two years ago. Although 4°7 in. guns 
had not yet been issued, it was hoped that 
by the end of the year thirty batteries 
would be in the hands of Volunteers. 


*(6.6.) Sir HENRY FLETCHER (Sus- 
sex, Lewes) was glad to hear that the case 
of the Volunteer Rifle Clubs had been 
taken up. It was a matter in which he 
took the deepest interest, and he thought 
it would be satisfactory to the Committee, 
and also to the country at large, to know 
that the progress of Rifle Clubs was 
increasing most rapidly. They had 
now affiliated with the National Rifle 
Association, of which he was the Chair- 
man, 230 clubs. It was one of the 
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conditions the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer laid down that the Rifle Clubs 
should be affiliated with some associ- 
ation already formed and in progress. 
He might also inform the Committee 
and his right hon. friend that since 
Mr. Astor’s munificent gift of 10,000 
guineas, which had been placed in the 
hands of himself and a few friends as 
trustees, to promote the formation of 
these Rifle Clubs, letters were pouring in 
to the extent of something like fifty a 
week from proposed Rifle Clubs, in the 
hope that they might be formed on the 
lines laid down. They needed rifles, 
and he hoped his right hon. friend 
would see his way to grant a further 
issue to Rifle Clubs, which, he felt 
sitisfied from his long experience, 
would be of the greatest benefit to the 
country in promoting good shooting. 


*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) said the right hon. Gentleman 
had entirely ignored the question which 
had been put to him by the hon. 
Member for South Kilkenny. What he 
wanted to know was why the Govern- 
ment were dismissing men from the 
arsenals, and at the same time giving 
out orders to private firms for the manu- 
facture of these guns at £105 apiece, 
when the same thing could be produced in 
the arsenals at less than half the price— 
£50. It was, he contended, part of a de- 
liberate system which the Government 
were pursuing. Though they could manu- 
facture these guns, and other articles, 
as he could show, at half the price, 
yet they were giving the work to out- 
side contractors. [t was a_ perfect 
scandal that the taxpayer should be 
compelled to pay £105 for a Maxim gun 
which could be manufactured by the 
Government for £50. They were en- 
titled to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to give some answer to the charges that 
had been made against the Government. 


*(6.12.) Lognp STANLEY : The answer is 
very simple ; this gun isa patent belonging 
to Vickers-Maxim. It is their patent, and 
nobody but themselves could manufac- 
ture it. We, however, came to an under- 
standing that they should make guns for 
us at a certain rate, and that we should 
use their patterns in our factories. 
That was made on a three years contract, 
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which has now practically expired. Of 
course, when you are dealing with a 
patent, you have to pay rather more 
than you would have if it was open to 
all the world to manufacture the article, 
and in this case we have to pay rather 
more than the gun's value, but at the 
same time we had also in this case the 
perinission to manufacture, which was 
of very great value to us, in our own 
arsenals. Thatagreementis now coming 
to an end, and we are now in negotiation 
and hope to obtain future guns at a 
much lower rate. 


Supply—Ariy 


*Mr. NANNETTI said the answer had 
not yet been given. If the Government 
had the power to manufacture in their 
own arsenals, why did they not manu- 
facture these guns instead of driving 
away their own men ? 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he did 
not consider that the explanation of the 
noble Lord was in the least adequate to 
the case which had been brought against 
the Government. The Committee would 
see that in his report the Comptroller 
General had himself protested against 
this expenditure. He would like to 
know how many guns had been ob- 
tained at a price of £105, and how many 
similar guns had been produce:! at the 
Government arsenals for £50 each. 
Could the noble Lord give the terms of 


AY 
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the agreement? Were the Government 
obliged to send to the contractors an 
equal number at 100 per cent. profit to 
the number made in their own ordnance 
factories? The statement of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General was a very 
serious one, and unless a more satisfactory 
explanation were given, he hoped the 
Motion would be pressed to a division 
as a protest against such an expenditure 
of money. 


(6.16.) Mr. O'MARA did not con- 
sider the statement of the noble Lord ai 
all satisfactory, and he pressed for 
some further explanation as to why the 
Government were paying £105 for guns 
which the Comptroller and Auditor 
General said could be bought for £50, 
How many such guns were obtained 
from the contractors last year? He 
considered it was a case of scandalous 
jobbery that guns which could be 
made at £50 apiece in the ordnance 
factories should be bought at £105 each 
from contractors, and unless a more 
satisfactory reply was forthcoming he 
should certainly divide the Committee on 
his Motion. 


(6.18.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 107; 
Noes, 202. (Division List No. 4.) 


aS. 





Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. ) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherly Jones, L. 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank, 


Lord Stanley. 


Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJ ohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, SirJ ohnGeorge Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Leese, Sir J oseph F. (Accrington 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’ Kean, John 

Mansfield, Horace Ren:lall 
Markham. Arthur Basil 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, James F. X.. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper y Mid. 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. ct 2 
G’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Perks, Robert William 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 





921 


Price 
Pries 
Rea, 
Reid. 
Robe 
Rohe 

Roch 
Shaw 
Shee 
Sine] 


Acla 
Agg 
Agne 
Aller 
Allln 
Arch 
Atki 
Aust 
Jao 
Baile 
Bain 
dalw 
Bali 
Sal fe 
jan} 
Jane 
Bart! 
Beac 
Bho 
Bign 
Bigw 
Blun 
Bose: 
Bow] 
Brod 
Broo 
Bull, 
Bull: 
Cam 
Cars 
Cave 
Cave 
Cayz 
Cecil 
Cecil 
Char 
Char 
Chay 
Char 
Coch 
Cohe 
Colhi 
Com 
Cor} 
Corl 
Cox, 
Crip 
Cros 
Cuhi 
Daly 
Davi 
Davi 
Davi 
Dem 
Disr: 
Dixe 
Don; 
Duk 








920 


lent 

an 
t to 
nee 
mp- 
ery 
Ory 
the 
sion 
pure 


con- 
dat 
for 
the 
UNS 
itor 
£50. 
ined 
He 
lous 
be 
ince 
ach 
nore 
he 
eon 


107; 


vift 





921 


Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Roberts. Jolin H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Age Gi urdner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
‘Allen, Charles P. (Gloue,Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Jayot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
ban! ury, Frederick George 
Janes, “ George Edward 
Bartle y. George C. “T. 
each, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
oe igeree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell. Colonel Henry 
loscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson, (King’sLynn 
grodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt Hon.) A. (( ilasgow 
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Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. O'Mara and Mr. 
Whitley. 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
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Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
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Myers, William Henry 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Rothse hil 1,Hon. Lionel Walter 

Royds, ¢ ‘lement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 
Russe ll, W. 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


. Tuke, Sir John Batty 





Supply— Army 


Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney | 
Welby, SirCharlesG E. (Notts. ) | 
WwW harton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Original Question again proposed. 


(6.30.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
said he thought this was the proper 
time to bring up the question of rifles. 
He saw that in the Vote under considera- 
tion there was a slight increase, but 
unless there was a much greater increase 
provided for, he thought the supply 
would be insufficient. Last year they 
were desperately short of rifles. Hon. 
Members would remember that when 
the Reserve Regiments were formed they 
were without rifles for nearly four 
months, and last year many of the 
embodied Militia were still using worn- 
out rifles. Many of the rifles used not 
only by the embodied Militia but also by 
the Regulars last year were distinctly 
worn out, and were now gradually being 
replaced. He did not think that there 
was sufficient excess provided for in this 
Vote to supply the Volunteers and Rifle 
Clubs. There was another point to be 
considered. The Indian Army would 
shortly require a large number of rifles, 
and a large reserve would be necessary 
to meet that demand. He was sure this 
Vote was totally inadequate in this 
respect. The Volunteers required new 
rifles and it was no use giving a Club six 
rifles to train fifty men with. He begged 
to move a reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item C (Ammunition) be reduced 
by £100."—(Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
thought it was understood that the 
question of ammunition had been ,post- 
poned. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that under the circumstances he would 
not move. ad 


Lorp STANLEY: Perhaps I shall 
be able to satisfy the hon. Member 
without moving. We are going to take 
this yer every single rifle that the 
ordnance factory and the trade can giv 


us. 
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, Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. )| 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E R. (Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Hy. Wilson 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
| Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs-— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(6.35.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES called 
attention to the question of the change 
in the Government cordite, which he 
said was of intense importance, not only 
on account of the quality of the ammu- 
nition itself, but of the very disastrous 
and discreditable story attached to it. 
In his opinion the War Office practically 
stole Dr. Nobel’s invention, and so dis- 
figured it as to make it unrecognisable 
and very much worse ammunition than 
it was before. He understood that the 
change to be introduced in the manu- 
facture of cordite, was simply a reversion 
to the method of Dr. Nobel, being not a 
change in the materials, but in the pro- 
portions in which the materials were 
used. He believed that the change was 
a good one, because the original form 
adopted by the War Office was un 
extremely bad one, for it eroded the guns 
to such an extent as to be quite alarm. 
ing. Therefore, he thought a change 
to cause less erosion was a proper one. 
He should like some information from 
those who were competent to give it as 
to the real change which had been made 
in regard to cordite ammunition. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid that 
such an expression as “‘‘discreditable,” 
which has been used by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, might be misleading to 
the Committee. I deny that anything 
discreditable has occurred. Of coursein 
the early stages of the cordite question 
there was a discussion as to whose the 
invention was, and this was made the 
subject. at all events, of one or two actions. 
The question has been tried in the Law 
Courts and the position of the War 
Office made perfectly clear. What has 
happened more recently is that the Ex- 
plosives Committee have found a modi- 


fication of cordite which causes less 
erosion than the old cordite. I must 
say, however, that that cordite ought 


not to have its reputation taken away. 
It has been a very good friend to this 
country. I cannot : low the War Office 
or the Explosives Committee to lie and 
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the imputation of having committed a 
fraud on anybody by the course that has 
been taken. 


Supply—Army 


Mr. COCHRANE said his right hon. 
friend had not answered the point 
which he had raised. The right hon. 
Gentleman, on the Army Estimates, 
echoed a statement made by the hon. 


and learned Member for Haddington in| 


the country—that the Explosives Com- 
mittee had invented a new powder. 
Modified cordite was no new invention 
whatever, but merely an alteration of the 
proportions, bringing them back to 
exactly the same as the invention of Dr. 
Nobel, the only difference between the 
Government cordite and the ballistite of 
Dr. Nobel being as to the process. In 
one case it was described as soluble, and 
in the other as insoluble. 


*(6.40.) Mr. HALDANE (Haddington- 
shire) said that as his name had been 
brought in, perhaps a word or two 
from him would be right. There was 
a somewhat condensed and _ efflores- 
cent account of what he said of this 
new powder at a harmless village lecture, 
written by a reporter who was not 
present at the meeting, and the matter 
was very much inflated subsequently. He 
did not claim for the Explosives Committee 
that they had made any wonderful 
invention whatever, but a very con- 
siderable modification of cordite had been 
adopted, a fact which had already been 
announced. As to the claims of 
inventors in an article like cordite or 
ballistite, it was very difficult to say 
whose invention it was. The Courts 
of Law had ruled that the Government 
cordite was altogether outside the Nobel 
and the Maxim patents. The great 
difference between the two was that 
the Government stuff was not so liable 
to erode, and was more highly nitrated 
than the other and was excluded from 
the Nobel patent. As to the question 
of the proportions of nitro-glycerine to 
nitro-cellulose, there was no secret in 
theoretically fixing upon any particular 
proportion, for evervbody had tried it, and 
it was wholly a matter of experience. What 
had taken place was that the Govern- 
ment, following the advice of the 
Explosives Committee and other experts, 
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| had made a very considerable modifica- 
| tion in the proportions of cordite, which 
|they believed would have extremely 
| good results in lengthening the life of 
‘our guns by reducing erosion. Foreign 
_Governments had made similar modifica- 


Estimates. 


tions. A series of observations, much 
more minute and detailed than any 
experiments which had before been 


entered upon, had been carried out by the 
Explosives Committee, and this had 
proved to be a better powder than any 
other they had used up to the present. 
Certainly the Government was absolutely 
free from infringing anybody’s invention, 
and the Government cordite was outside 
any patent which had been in existence 
for many years. He thought it was a 
little beside the point to revive the 
old cordite controversy of 1890 over 
the old Nobel patent and make such 
a fuss about the matter. What had 
been done had been done _ perfectly 
openly, and with the knowledge which 
had been acquired since that time, and 
so far as his own judgment went the 
Government were absolutely free from 
any infringements. 

it is 


Mr. COCHRANE: Then 


a new invention ? 


not 


*Mr. HALDANE: Anything that is 
new and has not been used before is a 
new invention. The patent in con 
troversy in express terms excluded the 
kind of nitro-cellulose, which the Govern- 
ment used. 


*(6.46.) Sir CHARLES DILKE said he 
had started this question, and he did not 
know whether he would be allowed to 
cross-examine the learned Gentleman who 
had just spoken. As the Committee would 
remember, he said that it would probably 
be preferable to put the Question when 
the Navy Vote was brought forward. He 
asked whether the learned Gentleman 
could give any information as to the bulk 
of the powder. The difficulty in changing 
the larger guns, if the bulk of the powder 
was greatly changed, would be enormous. 


*Mr. HALDANE said he had already 
gone at possibly too great length into 
the question whether they had taken 
somebody else’s invention. He thought 
he would be travelling altogether beyond 
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the limits of propriety if he ventured to 
express an opinion on the question now 
raised. * ; aan Ge ra 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: Perhaps the 
Secretary to the Admiralty will tell us 
anything he properly can. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER stated 
that the noble Lord the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office had 
told the committee that they were taking 
every rifle the arsenals and the con- 
tractors could supply. What he wanted 
to know was whether expansion at Wool- 
wich Arsenal was going on so as_ to 
extend the power of manufacturing 
rifles. 


Lorp STANLEY: We 
all the expansion we can. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
what was to be the increased power 
of producing rifles this year at Wool- 


are making 


wich, as opposed to the contracts. 
It was important that the arsenals 
should be in a_ position to increase 


the output considerably. If the noble 
Lord would tell the Committee the 
amount of money that was to be spent 
on the arsenals it would give them 
some confidence. 


Mr. BRODRICK: We have _ been 
working the arsenals and the trade up 
to their full power during the last two 
and a half years. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that was a most unsatisfactory 
answer. The Committee had no 
assurance that fresh machinery was 


being laid down to increase the out- 
put of the arsenals. It did not matter 
whether they got 100,000 more or less 
from the contractors. He moved to 
reduce the vote £100 because there was 
no assurance as to increasing the 
power of output. 


Captain NORTON asked whether 
the Committee which was inquiring 
into the Metford and Lee Enfield 
rifles would also investigate the qualities 
of the Krag-Jorgensen rifles. It was a 
Swedish weapon and was free from 
certain defects which were in our own 
rifles with respect to the magazine and 
the sighting. 


Mr. Haldane. 


{COMMONS} 
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Lorp STANLEY: The Committee 
have made certain suggestions. Experi- 
ments are at the present moment being 
carried out, and. he was glad to say, 
most successfully in the direction which 
the hon. Member indicates. Only a little 
alteration in the present rifle will be 
necessitated in order to secure the de- 
sired improvements. 


(6.54.) Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens) 
said he wished to know whether the 
question of loading was being carefully 
considered. There was another point 
with regard to the length of the rifle 
upon which he desired information. It 
was said that the new rifle would be 
slightly shorter. His right hon. friend 
the Secretary for War was, of course, 
perfectly well aware that that was a very 
important matter. because if cordite 
powder was used with a shorter rifle the 
range must be reduced. He should like to 
know whether any new powder had 
been invented which would give the 
shorter rifle the same range as the longer 
rifle. If the cavalry were to be armed 
with a rifle instead of a carbine, he took 
it that the cutting off from the length 
was a very important matter. He was 
quite aware that it might not be in the 
power of the right hon. Gentleman to 
answer these questionsin detail, but he 
should like an assurance that the various 
points were being considered. One of 
the worst defects of the small bore rifle 
was that it was liable to fall open when 
earried. There was also an immense 
waste of ammunition in loading. He 
had not been able to understand why 
there should be a cutting off. He was 
inclined to think that our Lee Enfield 
was one of the worst arms at present in 
use in the various armies of the world. 
The importance of the rifle had been em- 
phasised in the South African war, and 
the Committee who were inquiring into 
the question should carefully consider 
the points he had mentioned. 


(6.58.) Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON 
(Bedfordshire, Biggleswade) asked how 
it was that the Estimate for carbines 
and pistols, which was £10,000 for the 
current year, had suddenly jumped up to 
£57,000. 
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Lorp STANLEY: It arises entirely 


because we are going to arm the field 
artillery with revolvers. With regard to 
the question of my hon. friend the 
Member for St. Helens, [ am sure he and 
the Committee will understand that the 
investigation we are making at present 
with respect to the rifle must be kept 
confidential. At the same time I can tell 
the Committee that there are three things 
which are being thought of in particular 
in connection with the rifle, namely, light- 
ness, sighting, and loading, We hope to 
get all these things periectly arranged. 
Nothing that we shall allow to be done 
to the rifle shall in any way detract from 


its present range. 


CapTaAIn NORTON asked whether the 
War Office would not introduce a_per- 
fectly new and improved rifle. 

Lorp STANLEY: At 

| 


rifle in use will fulfil all our requirements. 


present the 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
leave to withdraw his Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


*(7.0.) Mr. NANNETTI said that 
there was a sum under sub-head F of 
£790,000 for Miscellaneous Services. 
What did that mean? Was it for the 
purpose of establishing factories for 
manufacturing goods for the War De- 
partment? Then, under sub-head G 
there was a sum of £806,000 for harness 
and saddlery. He wanted to know if 
that was for work done in the Govern- 
ment’s own stores or for contract work ? 
He wanted to know did the Government 
utilise to the full their existing work- 
shops ior manufacturing purposes ? 
He was aware that at the present 
moment in one barrack in Ireland there 
was a workshop capable of accommodating 
thirty workmen in the saddlery and 
harness department, and yet only six 
were employed, and these simply on 
repairs. Why did not the Government 
utilise all their stores and workshops 
instead of letting the work out on 
contract to be done by foreigners at 
sweating wages! He also wanted to 
know how much of this money went to 
treland. They in Ireland were compelled 
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to pay their share for the upkeep of the 
Army; and it was but fair that 
work required for the Army in 
Ireland should be done in that country. 
The Duke of Connaught the other day 
had stated that a great deal of this 
sort of work could be done in Ireland 
more satisfactorily to the State and to 
the benefit of Ireland. In order to 
obtain some definite information on 
these points, he would move to reduce 
the Vote on Item G by the sum of 
£100. , 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item G (Equipment Stores) be 
reduced by £100.°—( lr. Nonnetti.) 


Mr. SETON-KARR said he wished to 
ask a question on Item D. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said the other day 
that the War Office had not made up 
its mind as to whether the Imperial 
Yeomanry were to be armed with the 
pistol or not. Properly used, he believed 
the pistol was a most effective weapon 
at short range. He himself had seen in 
another country the pistol used a great 
deal, and it was extraordinary what an 
efficient weapon it could be made if the 
men were trained in its use. Had his 
right hon. friend made up his mind on 
this point? For his own part, he 
thought the cavalry should be armed 
both with the rifle and pistol. 


Lorp STANLEY said that all this 
question was under discussion at the 
present moment, and it would be im- 
possible to give any definite promise now 
on the subject. 


Captain NORTON asked whether 
under “ Miscellaneous Services ” anything 
was taken for coals. He noticed that 
the Cape Government had been paying 
from £2 6s. 10d. to £2 16s. 10d. per ton 
for coals. 


Lorp STANLEY said that that came 
on under another Vote. 


*(7.8.) CotoneL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) said that in connection 
with the item of harness and saddlery 
there was a matter to which he wished to 
draw attention, viz., the weight carried 
by cavalry horses. It was stated a year 


2K 
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ago that the light cavalry horse carried 
18 stone 10 lbs., and the heavy cavalry 20 
stone 4 lbs., and that the matter was 
receiving the careful consideration of the 
War Office. Had any final decision been 
come to in regard to the question ¢ 


Lorp STANLEY said that no definite 
decision had yet been arrived at, except 
that every possible means had been taken 
in South Africa to lighten the weight to 
be carried by the cavalry horses. He 
quite admitted that the weights mentioned 
seemed excessive, and it was hoped that 
some means would be adopted for lighten- 
ing them inthefuture. As to the question 
raised by the hon. Member for College 
Green Division of Dublin, all contracts 
were put out and tenders asked for, and, 
all other things being equal, the lowest 
tender was accepted. If Irish manufac- 
turers put in a lower tender than English 
they would get the contract. 


Captain NORTON said that in 
connection with the supply of accoutre- 
ments, harness, and saddlery, he would 
draw the attention of the Secretary for 
War to the fact that the Comptroller and 
Auditor General complained that no less 
asum than £1,800,000 had been advanced 
to the British South African Company 
as agents for the War Office, for the 
provision of arms, stores, etc., in con- 
nection with the Rhodesian Field Force, 
and that no accounts of the receipt and 
issue of the stores have been supplied to 
his Department for verification. What 
steps had the right hon. Gentleman taken 
to protect the public interest in this 
matter ? 


Lorp STANLEY said that the 
Rhodesian Field Force was raised as a 
special force at a time of great emergency, 
and the British South African Company 
were used as War Office agents because 
of their great local knowledge as to the 
proper equipment and provision for such 
a force. The War Office were pressed for 
all the accounts of the expenditure, and 
the whole facts would be laid before the 
Public Accounts Committee. 


(7.15.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
said that as this Vote covered accoutre- 
ments he should like to know if there 
was now any settled form of pack. He 


Colonel Legge. 
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wished to know if they were still sending 
out the Militiamen with packs different 
to the Regulars. The Militia Reserves 
were sent out with packs different to 
the rest of the regiment, and this caused. 
the greatest inconvenience to the men. 


Lorp STANLEY : I think these ques- 
tions ought to be dealt with by the Public 
Accounts Committee, and I am prepared 
to have everything ready to lay before that 
Committee. I hope the Committee will 
agree that the Committee specially 
appointed for this purpose shall be allowed 
an opportunity of looking into these facts, 
and then that Committee could lay their 
opinion and their impressions before hon. 
Members for the House to deal with. 


Mr. O’MARA said his hon. friend the 
Member for the College Green Division 
of Dublin had brought a very im- 
portant matter before the House when 
he inquired what proportion of this 
money was spent in Ireland. He wished 
to know from the noble Lord whether 
it was not a fact that of this £2,088,000, 
the saddlery and accoutrements were 
manufactured by Jewish firms and 
sweaters who did not pay their employees 
the Trades Union rate of wages. Although 
he would like to see the money spent in 
Ireland, he did not expect the War Office 
to give contracts to Irish firms at a 
higher rate than to English firms. He 
wished to know what opportunities 
were given to saddlery and harness firms 
in Ireland to tender, and what papers 
in Ireland were the War Office specifica- 
tions published in? He would like the 
Secretary of State for War to give a 
promise to publish in one of the leading 
lrish newspapers the specifications in- 
viting tenders for saddlery and harness. 
At the present time there was a large 
tanning business carried on in Ireland, 
and Irish manufacturers could tender 
as cheaply, if not cheaper, than English 
firms. He wished to obtain a definite 
pledge that these specifications in the 
future would be advertised in an Irish 
newspaper. At the beginning of the war 
saddlery was purchased in the Colonies 
at £11 a set, whereas the War Office was 
now able to obtain them at £6 9s. 6d. 
He trusted that the Government would 
not continue to purchase saddlery at 
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£11 from the Colonies when they could 
get the same article at home for 
£6 9s. 6d. 


*(7.21.) Mr. NANNETTI said he was 
not disposed to put the House to the 
inconvenience of a division after the 
debate which had taken place. If the 
noble Lord would promise to advertise 
the specifications in the Irish papers, he 
would ask leave to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Lorp STANLEY: I think the hon. 
Member will find that these things are 
advertised in Ireland. 
to inquire into the matter. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


(7.23.) Mr. BRODRICK: I under- 
stand that it is necessary to take the 
Excess Vote before the end of the 
financial year. This question can be 
discussed upon a subsequent Vote. My 
suggestion is that we should take this 
Excess Vote to-night, it being understood 
that a discussion shall take place on the 
Vote for Transport and Remounts. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated that it was 
necessary to take this Excess Vote before 
the end of the financial year. He 
denied that— 


| War 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! It is out of order to discuss the 
Excess Vote at this stage. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
(Stirling Burghs): I think the procedure 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
suggested is rather an unusual and 
unprecedented one, and I am not sure 
that there is any precedent for it at all. 
I never heard before of the House being | 
asked to pass an Excess Vote with a sort | 
of understanding that on some particular | 
Vote in the Estimates a discussion should 
occur. That is a very different thing | 
from an agreement to discuss the whole | 
Army question generally on such a Vote | 
as the Vote for Provisions. This seems | 
to me to be an extraordinary course to | 
pursue. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: My desire is only 


to adopt what is the most convenient 
practice to enable the House to pass this- 
Excess Vote before the end of the finan 
cial year. If it is understood that a 
discussion will be allowed to take place 
upon this matter, perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman would be willing to allow this 
matter to go through. 


*Str ARTHUR HAYTER pointed out 
that the Excess Vote related to a great 
many subjects, and that might make the 
questions they wished to discuss irrelevant 
to the Vote for Transport and Remounts. 
He might say that as Chairman of the 
Public Accounts Committee they had not 
yet discussed this question at all. 


Mr. WHITLEY said there was an 
item paid to the British South Africa 
Company which would not occur in any 
subsequent year, and therefore any 
Chairman would be perfectly right in 
ruling them out of order in raising that 
matter on Estimates for the subsequent 
year. He did not think they should 
allow the Vote to pass in this way. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said there was 
one other point about torpedoes which was 
a very serious matter. There was an item 
on page 62 of £13,000 for Brennan tor- 
pedoes. He wished to know why £13,000 
was put down in the Estimate for 
Brennan torpedoes, although for a year 
past the War Office had ceased 
to manufacture them altogether. The 
Office no longer manufactured 
Brennan torpedoes, and therefore this 
£13,000 must be merely for the 
repair of those which existed, and for their 
modification. The fact was that the 
Government had given up the Brennan 
torpedo because it was dangerous to 
those who used it. When the Brennan 
torpedo was started in the water, no 
human being knew what it was going 
todo. If the War Office had not come 
to that conclusion, why had they given 
up the manufacture of these torpedoes ? 
They gave up the manufacture of them 
in 1900, and refused to give any informa- 
tion with regard to their manufacture. 
In the Estimates now there was only a 
lump sum of £20,000 for repairs. He 
wanted the right hon. Gentleman to 
make a clean breast of the matter. 
There was only one place on the coast 
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where these torpedoes were of any use 
and that was the narrow channel between 
Hurst Castle and the Isle of Wight, and 
even there they were less useful than 
dangerous. 


Mr. BRODRICK defended the Brennan 
torpedo, which he had seen used with ab- 
solute accuracy and destructive effect by a 
man who had never touched one before. 
It was a formidable weapon. The Navy, 
he believed, would be heartily sorry if 
the secret of the Brennan torpedo, which 
had been rigidly kept, became known to 
any foreign Power. <A sufticient number 
had been manufactured for the installa- 
tion of the system, and in this Vote no 
provision was therefore taken for fresh 
manufacture 


(7.35.) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
head) asked at what range the Brennan 
> 
torpedo was an effective weapon. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that everything 
connected with the torpedo was a secret, 
and no information would be allowed to 
leak out. 


Mr. O'SHEE( Waterford, W.) raised the 
question of the treatment in prison in 
South Africa of the Boer Commandants, 
one of whom had already been shot. He 
believed another was about to be shot, and 
he was anxious that the Secretary of State 
should give some satisfactory statement 
to the Committee as to the treatment of 
the Boer Commandants in prison. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 
Order! This is not a Vote for prisons. 
This is Ordnance. 


Mr. O’SHEE submitted that he was in 
order in asking what was the nature of 
the prison stores dealt with under the 
Vote. He was dealing with Item &, page 
2. He simply desired to ask what these 
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stores were and how they were used. 
He submitted he was perfectly in order 
in asking as to these. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Gentleman must not allude to 
prisoners, though he may allude to the 


stores. 


Mr. O'SHEE submitted that he was 
entitled to ask questions as to the treat- 
ment of the prisoners, but said he would 
bow to the ruling of the Chairman, 
in his opinion, some explanation with 
regard to the matter should be forth- 
coming. No one conneeted with the War 
Office had given any explanation what- 
ever with regard to this sum of £200,000, 
He also drew attention to the sum of 
£9? 000 in connection with submarine 
mines, and expressed the opinion that 
the item should be properly explained. 
He assumed that it had nothing to do 
with submarine boats, and that being so, 
some explanation ought to be given with 
regard to the increase of £14,000. Of 
course, that increase was easily accounted 
for if submarine mines were included in 
this Vote. 


Mr. OMARA ealled attention to the 
item of £9,000 for balloous, which he 
thought had been of little use in South 
Africa. He noticed that the sum voted 
in other years for this purpose had been 
largely exceeded, and he wished to know 
what had been the experience in South 
Africa as to the utility of these balloons. 
He further drew attention to the dis- 
covery of a new explosive, but pointed 
out that very little had been said as to in 
what respect it was better than the old. 
He hoped some explanations would be 
given on both these points. 


(7.43.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 241; 
Noes, 51. (Division List No. 65.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 


Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry | Banes, Major George Edward | 
n. Allen Benjamin ' Breoktield, Colonel Montagu 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John } Bathurst, 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


Austin, Sir John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | Bigwood, James 
salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Blundell, Colonel Henry 

| Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

| Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds | Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) | Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 


Seach, RtHn. SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
| Bignold, Arthur 


| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
3ull, William James 
Sullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell- Banne rman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 





Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom), SirJohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron(G lasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies.SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson-Poynde r, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland.SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke. Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
werton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
tmmott, Alfred 


I 
| 
Faber. Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Munro (Leith) 
‘ergusson, Rt HonSirJ.(Mane'r 
Finch, Creorge H. 

Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank,. Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortesene 
William 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Godson.Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn..J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon. J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans. (T" rH mlets 
Graham. Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W ‘lion DW ‘dnesbury 
Greene, SirE. W(BrySEdn’nds 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 








Ferguson, R. C. 
1 
i 


Carft, 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hardy, Lanrence( Kent, Ashf rd 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
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Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd. ,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, 


Heywood (Sussex) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Keswick, William 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 


Lambert, George 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee. ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Levy, Maurice 

Loc wood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘ Iver, SirLewis( EdinburghW 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

Moore, Willis wun (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(W Ithamstow 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH.<A. (Deptford 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray cK 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol. Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease,Herbert Pike(Drlington 


Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 


Perks, Robert William 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Priestley, Arthur 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 


Randles, John S$. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Secly,Maj.J.E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart.Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Engene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,JohnCathecart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(T'unton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Canden, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. ¢ de 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 


{COMMONS} 
NOES, 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy. Patrick James 


' Lundon, W. 


MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MeVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Ti yperary, N.) 
O Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs- 


Mr. ©’Mara and Mr. 
Flynn. 





(7.55.) THE FIRST LORD or THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): By leave of the Committee 
—there is no Question before it—I may 
perhaps say that we do not propose to 
put from the Chair tonight the Question 
of the Excess Yote on the Army Esti- 
mates. That will come on at a later 
period. Whether it would be proper to 
give much time to the discussion, will, 
I think, depend on the Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee. That Report 
may be of a character which would 
make it most improper that the thing 
should be passed over without very full 
discussion. But before coming to a de- 
cision on that point, we must wait and 
see what the Report of that Committee 
is. I may, however, remind the Com- 
mittee that, although the question will 
not be brought before it until after 
Easter now, it will not be possible to 
include it in any general closure of the 
finance of the year. The Supply Rule, if 
the House be pleased to pass it in any- 
thing like the form in which it appears 
on the Paper, applies only to the finance 
of the present year, and, therefore, will 
not touch the Excess Votes which refer 
to the finance of the preceding year. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
So that the Committee may understand 
that there will be—what shall I call it — 
a decent opportunity, a reasonable 
opportunity, for discussing the Vote 
at another period of the session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not 
within the power of the Government to 
prevent the matter coming on. 


*Smr ARTHUR HAYTER was under- 
stood to say that the Public Accounts 
Committee could not possibly deal with 
the question before Easter. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
2. £3,356,400, Naval Armaments. 


3. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,100,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the expense of works, buildings, 
and repairs, at home and abroad, in- 
cluding the cost of superintendence, 
purchase of sites, grants in aid, and 
other charges connected therewith, which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1903.” (8.5.) 


(8.35.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee) said that there was a_ net 
increase of £76,000 on this Vote over 
that of last year. He quite recognised 
that it was important, from the point of 
view of administration, that this Vote 
should be taken as early as possible in 
the session, but there were a few questions 
which he would like to address to the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty. One had relation to the 
progress which had been made with 
the works under the Naval Works Acts. 
There was in the Vote a sum of £297,000 
for annuities— 

‘*In repayment of advances under the Naval 
Works Acts, 1895 to 1901.” 

He apprehended that this was not the 
only Vote on which discussion of the 
works could be taken, and certainly tle 
Committee had been in the habit of dis- 
cussing them under the First Lord's 
salary. What he said now, therefore, 
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would be without prejudice to his right 
to ask for further information when 
Vote 12 came on at a later date of the 
session. He thought that the Committee 
should have from the hon. Gentleman 
a more specific statement than that 
given the other day as to the estimated 
amount of expenditure in connection 
with the Act passed last session. As to 
the old items, the only one that inter- 
ested him particularly was Gibraltar. 
He gathered from the statement which 
accompanied the First Lord's Memo- 
randum that so far as the inshore defence 
of the harbour of Gibraltar was concerned, 
the work was now within measurable 
distance of completion. What had always 
been in their view was the necessity of 
protecting the Fleet from torpedo attack, 
and they had been anxious to push on 
with the construction of the sea-wall, 
The other part—the dockyard extension, 
was not yet near completion. The 
question of the harbour scheme had been 
leit somewhat obscure last year. It 
would be remembered that the Report 
of the Gibraltar Committee gave some 
countenance to the suggestion that it 
would be possible and desirable to build 
another harbour on the eastern side of 
the Rock. The statement laid before 
Parliament was incomplete. in respect to 
a reasoned Estimate as to the cost and 
value of such a harbour. 
stood, the First Lord of the Admiralty 
proposed to take further advice before 
coming to a definite conclusion. That 
was a matter which belonged to the 
Admiralty itself. No report of any 
Committee, however eminent, could take 
away responsibility from the shoulders 
of the First Lord and the Government, 
in regard to so important a work as 
this; and, without regard to the advice 
given them, the Committee was entitled 
to ask whether the Admiralty had come. 
on its own responsibility, to any decision 
in regard to an Imperial work of such 
magnitude as the Eastern harbour. Was 
the proposal for such a harbour « living 
proposal? The remaining portion of the 
works carried on under the Estimates 
was of a great deal less importance. 
Portsmouth appeared to be the scene of 
the greatest activity. There was £26,000 
for No. 12 Dock, and £45,000 for No. 
13 Dock, and a large sum for a new 
steam factory. All these were ,serious 
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items, which would demand the attention 
of the hon. Gentleman. The only other 
item to which he would direct attention 
was the sum of £13,000 for a new pier at 
Wei-Hai-Wei. Would the hon. Gentle- 
man be at liberty to tell the Committee 
what was to be the use of that new pier ? 
He did not want to press the hon. Gen- 
tleman on these matters, but he thought 
some explanation should be given. 


*(8.46.) Sir CHARLES DILKE said 
he wished to emphasise what had fallen 
from his hon. friend, that this Vote ought 
not to be taken until the Committee 
were acquainted with the Estimates of 
the Expenditure under the Works Acts. 
He admitted it was impossible to get exact 
Estimates, but the Committee should be 
able to get some notion of it year by year. 
The Committee ought to be told not only 
what the expenditure was likely to be 
in the present year, but next vear as well. 
With regard to Wei-Hai-Wei, the entrance 
to the port was four miles broad (or across), 
and the difficulty of protecting the 
anchorage from torpedo attack from Port 
Arthur in time of war was so great as to 
make it impossible to make Wei-Hai-Wei 
a naval base in time of war, he had no 
doubt, therefore, that the expenditure on 
that place was peace expenditure. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he had 
| always been of opinion that Wei-Hai-Wei 
was valueless, and the Government hal 
now come round to his opinion. [t was 
presented to the House as an answer to 
the taking of Port Arthur by Russia ; but 
Port Arthur remained in the hands of 
Russia, and we had left Wei-Hai-Wei. 
The real truth was that this was one of 
the numerous mistakes made when Lord 
Salisbury was away from the Foreign 
Office. Amateurs were put in his place, 
and all sorts of mistakes were made. 
What was to become of Wei-Hai-Wei ! 
The Government had given it up as a 
naval base ; they had given up fortifying 
the heights round it, and what remained 4 
A sanatorium for the Fleet — it was 
absurd. He believed that just as the 
Government were frightened out of Port 
Arthur by Russia, so they had been 
frightened out of Wei-Hai-Wei by Ger- 
many, in the same manner as they had 
been frightened out of their right to 
search foi contraband of war by the 
same Power. The result of that was, 
j they had stopped all search in South 
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African waters for contraband of war, and 
German steamers were keeping up the 
intercourse between the Boers and 
Europe. With regard to the Works Vote, 
the charge for works was increasing more 
than the Vote showed. The total ex- 
penditure was £27,500,000. There was 
the Works Department and the Works 
Loan Department, which was even more 
incompetent than the Works Department. 
The Works Department had impressed 
upon each successive First Lord a policy 
wholly inconsistent with the idea of main- 
taining the supremacy of the sea by ships 
and guns and mei. He regarded this 
Department with great jealousy ; he had 
tried a fall with it, and had been badly 
worsted in the case of Gibraltar. The 
present First Lord was not strong enough 
to hold his own against the Department. 
He had no doubt that he had convinced 
the First ord that he was right about 
Gibraltar, that the works which 

being conducted when he was sent there, 
conducted, 


weakness, and not a 


were 
and were still being made 
Gibraltar a seriou 
source of strength, and that it was 
necessary to build a harbour on the 
lis Committee brought 
Report. It was 
rejected, and he was himself treated with 
obloquy for having taken, at great trouble 
and ata great ex pense of time and money, a 
part in the preparation of that Rep rt 
omnittee comprising an 
admiral, an eminent general, 
an eminent civil engineer, and himself. 
That Report was re “ected because the 
Commander-in-Chief at Gibraltar disagreed 
with it. Still they were told by the First 
Lord that the Admiralty was nevertheless 





eastern side. 


back a unanimo 


—i Keport of as 


eminent 





going to survey the eastern side to see 
whether it was practicable to build a 
harbour on that side, and how much it 
would cost. That was perfect nonsense. 
The Admiralty was already in possession 
of recent soundings, and nothing was 
better known than the set of the currents 
and the formation of the Rock. He could 
only regard the statement as a means of 
evading the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee to proceed with the construction of 
the harbour. What had the Government 
been doing with regard to this survey? Did 
they really seriously mean to pursue the 
construction of a harbour on the eastern 
side? They knew there was no more 
difficulty in building a harbour on that 
side than on the west. A good deal had 
been said of the Levant wind, but that 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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would not prevent a harbour being built. 
This was a serious matter. In the words 
of their military advisers, the only method 
of securing the safety of Gibraltar now 
was by occupying all! the territory from 
Tarifa right round to the eastern side of 
the Rock. That would require 40,000 
troops, and were we to find £0,000 in 
time of war for this purpose? He felt 
hitterly disappointed that his labours in 
this matter had been set at naught and 
thrown away. What surveys had been 
made? Had any extra surveys at all 
made? He did not believe that 
there had, because none were necessary 


been 


le wished to ask what the Government 
had he They had chosen to 
: 


reject the considered 


doing. 
opinions of their 
military advisers, and they had chosen to 
reject the unanimous Report of the Com- 
mittee of which he was the humblest 
member, on the plea that-the Committee 
did not what it would cost. 


He said that the Committee had had full 


2 1? 
juite KILOW 


information. Everything connected with 
the soundings and the winds at Gibraltar 
were wellknown. Were the Government 
prepared to admit that the reasons they 
gave were merely a pretext tor setting 


aside the Report of the Committee, which 


they did not intend to put into effect ? 

(9.3.) Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said 
he wished to refer to the rebuilding ot 
the Nelson Monument at Portsdown. 
A contract had heen entered into for 
£1,091, but when the contractor finished 
the work he found that it had cost him 
£1,411, and the Admiralty recommended 
to the Treasury that he should be paid 
the difference. It was a pity that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Antrim, and also the present Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, who were, he be- 
lieved, responsible for that irregular busi- 
were not present. They _ had 
heard a great deal about contracts during 
the session, and probably much more 
remained tu be said. He hoped that some 
explanation would be given why, a con- 
tract having been entered into, nearly 33 
per cent. more than the amount was paid 
to the contractor. He supposed that 
many men found they were out of pocket 
at the end of a contract, but they did not 
find the outside world making good to 
them the difference. He thought he was 
entitled to ask before the Vote was passed 
for some information of such irregular 
business. 
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(9.6.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 
Mid) said he did not think that the 
Government had given any satisfactory 
explanation as to why they had abandoned 
Wei-Hai-Wei as a naval station. They 
had often observed, in connection with 
the present Government, that they came 
forward with a great flourish of trumpets 
and said that a certain place was very 
important, and then after a short time it 
was found that everything that had been 
said was entirely wrong. Wei-Hai-Wei 
was taken as a set-off against the Russian 
occupation of Port Arthur, and it was 
stated at the time that it would be a most 
important naval centre for the British 
Fleet in Chinese waters. At present the 
nearest British coaling station was at 
Hong Kong. Shanghai was not a British 
possession ; it was a treaty port, and the 
Germans and the Japanese had _per- 
manent barracks there. He main- 
tained that Hong Kong was too far 
distant to be effectively used as a 
couling station. When he was at Wei- 
Hai-Wei the “Terrible” was in the 
harbour, Were the Government 
to keep the * Terrible’ there, and was 
their idea to use the Terrible” to 
detend the place instead of proceeding 
with the fortifications? He understood 
that the fortifications were almost com- 
pleted, and he should have thought that 
it was worth while finishing them. 
Even if it were to be used only as a 
hospital or sanitorium for the Fleet, 
surely it would be none the worse for 
being protected. He could not conceive 
why the necessary works should not be 
finished and guns planted on them, as 
the fortifications would be able to assist 
the Fleet in case of need. The giving up 
of Wei-Hai-Wei was another example of 
the vacillating policy shown by the 
Government, The alliance with Japan 
did not remove the necessity for keeping 
Wei-Hai-Wei as a naval base. They 
ought to have a naval base, and, being 
in possession of Wei-Hai-Wei, it ought to 
be protected, and the world ought to be 
shown that it was the naval station of 
this country, and that they meant to 
detend it as such. He thought the 
reason why the fortifications had been 
given up was to impress other nations 
with the fact that England did not 
intend to take bits of China. But they 
had a right to fortify Wei-Hai-Wei ; they 
had actually begun operations, and to 


-Nary 


going 
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give them up now because they thought 
they were inexpedient would not ass 
the Government one whit as a 
against any other country fortifying any 
other part of China. He complained 
that he could not really get at the bottom 
of the policy of the Government with 
reference to Wei-Hai-Wei. He himseli 
believed that it would form a very 
base for the purpose of a coaling station, 
or for repairing the Fleet. It had a 
good harbour, and plenty of room for 
large vessels. Having seen the place, he 
ventured to say that there was Sante of 
room for vessels to enter the harbour in 
time of stress, and to get the temporary 
shelter they needed. He thought that in 
the course of a year or two the Govern: 
ment would again change their 
and would ask the 
for a large sum of money in order to put 
guns on the fortifications. A sum ot 
£13,000 was asked for for a new pier. 
For whom was that pier intended? It 
was not intended for milite iry purposes, 
and it was not required so far as the 
Navy was concerned, as launches would 
he sufficient. To ask £13,000 for the 
pler at a mere watering-place was, in his 
opinion, an expenditure of public money 
not warranted under the Navy Votes 
Wei-Hai-Wei might be made into a water- 
ing place, be given gardens, a pier, and 
landing places, but that was all civil 
expenditure, and ought not to come under 
the N vavy Estimates at all. 


assist 
reason 


good 


minds, 
House of Commons 


*(9.16.) Sir JOHN COLOMB thought 
it an extraordinary thing that the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark should come out 
as an advocate of reckless expenditure, for 
that, he contended, was what his argument 
came to. He agreed, however, that Wei-Hai- 
Wei was a crucial example of the ridiculous 
way in which we manage our system of 
Imperial defence. When Port Arthur was 
acquired by Russia, this country acquired 
Wei-Hai-Wei. He thought at the time it 
was perhaps a wise thing to do. We were 
then immediately told, on the authority 
of and by the War Office—not by the 
Admiralty at all—that Wei-Hai-Wei was a 
most important place for a secondary 
naval base. Hon. Members would 
remember sitting up through a long 
night in July until the morning broke 
fighting this question. From the first 
he had ‘steadily endeavoured to defeat and. 
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destroy the contention of the War Office. 
The question of naval bases was one, not 
for the War Office, but for naval opinion 
to decide; it should rest with the 
Admiralty. It was deliberately stated 
that a large expenditure was to be in- 
curred in fortifying this place because the 
War Office considered it necessary as a 
secondary naval base, but, when asked 
what they meant bya secondary naval 
base, the War Office was really unable to 
say. An announcement was now quietly 
made by the Admiralty that the fortifi- 
cations were not to be proceeded with, 
and that the contention of the War Office 
was not to be pressed. What did it 
mean? It meant that naval opinion, 
which should have been consulted at the 
start, was consulted only at the end, and 
probably the general ‘ hard-up-ness ” 
of the situation in other directions had 
enabled the Admiralty to triumph over 
the War Office. As tothe statement of 
the hon. Member for Mid Lanark that 
guns and so on should be placed at 
Wei-Hai-Wei to shelter our ships in case 
of war, all he could say was that the 
business of the British Fleet would be on 
the sea, not in harbour. With regard 
to coaling depots, he was glad to see the 
Admiralty were going on with the work 
at the Falkland Islands. He would like 
to know, however, whether it was the 
policy of the Admiralty to finish these 
coaling sheds as soon as possible. In the 
case of our numerous sailing ships 
coming round the Horn with grain 
stuffs for this country, if war broke 
out the first question to arise would 
be the collection and sheltering of those 
ships and the means of protecting them 
until they could be brought safely into 
port. The Falkland Islands were the 
only places we had in a position to be of 
any use for that purpose as a base and 
coaling station for the cruisers so engaged. 
Everybody recognised the importance of 
the Cape route in case of any obstruction 
in regard to the Suez Canal, but when 
the Cape route became a matter of 
serious importance to this country, so did 
the route round Cape Horn. He there- 
fore asked whether the sum taken this 
year represented the full amount the 
Admiralty could manage to spend on 
this work, as it was important that 
.these preparations should be made, and 
Sir John Colomb. 
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that there should be no delay in regard 
to these small but necessary arrange- 
ments at the Falkland Islands. 


(9.23.) Mr. O’MARA thought the 
hon. Member had somewhat misrepre- 
sented the hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
in saying he had come forward as an 
advocate of reckless expenditure. What 
his hon. friend really intended to point 
out was that the Government in asking 
for this expenditure on a pier were 
either proceeding too far or not far 
enough. He was not himself a naval 
expert, but he understood that the 
naval authorities were not going to 
fortify Wei-Hai-Wei, and that they had 
handed it over to the Colonial Office 
for administration. That was so, because 
in the Civil Service Estimates a sum was 
asked for by the Colonial Office in conse- 
quence. There was, however, this Vote 
appearing in the Navy Estimates, and 
some explanation should be given as to 
why the Colonia Office could not, out of 
its Vote, provide this pier with the other 
necessary attractions, such as niggers and 
so on, at this watering place in China. 
He could not understand the system of 
finance under which the Government 
could come and ask for Votes under two 
different heads for the one place. Another 
point worthy of notice was the fact that 
out of this large sum of £1,100,000. only 
£5,000 was to be spent in Ireland. There 
was no doubt that Ireland would 
occupy an important strategical position 
inthe next naval war. The fleets would 
have to mobilise either in the Bay of 
Biscay or off the coast of Ireland. and 
the nearest ports of refuge would be on 
the south or west coast of Ireland. 
Consequently, it would be only an 
ordinary precaution on the part of the 
Admiralty to establish in Ireland a 
proper naval port at which repairs 
could be carried out. He moved to 
reduce the Vote by £5,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,095,000, 
be granted for the said service.”—(J/r. 
O’ Mara). 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN asked for an 
explanation of an item of £4,200 for 
a water-tube boiler shop at Haulbowline, 
seeing that neither engines nor boilers 
were made there. 
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*(9.29.) THe CIVIL LORD or THE; 


ADMIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) thought it would perhaps 


be convenient at this point to reply to the | 
to Gibraltar, the pledge given by the 


points which had been raised. The first 
question of importance to which atten- 
tion had been called was to the ex- 
penditure under the Loans Act. The 
total estimated expenditure under that 
Act for the two financial years ending 
in April, 1904, was £6,492,000. Up to 
March 31st next, approximately one- 
half the period, it was expected there 
would have been spent £2,700,000, or 
not quite one-half the total amount. 
They were beginning several large 
works, on which during the first year 
the expenditure was small, but the 
expenditure next year would probably be 
larger, so that they were not likely 
to be greatly below the total estimate. 
That brought him to the point raised by 
the hon. Member for Dundee with regard 
tothe progress that was being made 
with the two great works for which they 
received the authority of the House last 
year—he referred to the breakwater at 
Malta and the provision of coaling 
stations for the Navy. As tothe works 
at Malta, no actual visible progress had 
been possible, because no expenditure 
was possible until the Vote had been 
authorised by Parliament, and he could 
not agree with the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn as to the amount of care 
and knowledge which was required 
before undertaking great engineering 
works of this character. Soundings 
which were sufficient for purposes of 
navigation were not sufficient for the 
purposes of constructing a breakwater. 
He should like the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn to produce his evidence to 
show that any engineer had stated that 
the soundings which had already been 
taken and the information in the 
possession of the Admiralty were in- 
sufficient to enable them to proceed with 
the work. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the hon: 
Gentleman knew perfectly well that 
those soundings to which he referred 
were produced before the Committee, and 
were in the possession of the Admiralty 
now. 
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*Mr. PRETYMAN said that those 
soundings were sufficient for the 


| purposes of navigation, but not for the 


construction of a breakwater. In regard 
First Lord of the Admiralty had of course 
been fulfilled—that they would take steps 
to investigate closely the question of the 
eastern side of the harbour. A very 
distinguished civil engineer had been 
despatched to Gibraltar, and he was now 


making a most accurate survey and 


recording observations as to winds, 
currents, and weather. This engineer 
went two or three months ago, and he 
was making borings and close soundings. 
and when his report was made, the 
subject could be re-considered. Until this 
engineer’s investigations were completed, 
the question remained where it 
was last year. In regard to the 
Malta breakwater, careful borings and 
soundings had been completed, and the 
necessary plans were being prepared. 
With regard to the coaling stations, 
although no great progress with the 
work was visible, many of the plans were 
ina forward state. A large work was 
being undertaken on the mainland 
opposite Hong Kong, and plans were also 
in a forward condition for the erection 
of a large coaling station at Portsmouth. 
Big works were in progress at Ports- 
mouth, where No. 12 and No. 13 docks 


were being lengthened in order to 
enable them to accommodate large 
cruisers. No. 13 dock would cost 


£45,000, and when lengthened it would 
take all classes of ships. No. 12 dock 


was being lengthened in a similar 
manner. The great machine shop at 
Portsmouth was also receiving atten 


tion, and he believed that this was part 
of the policy advocated in the debate on 
naval questions a few nights ago. This 
question was raised by the hon. Member 
for Gateshead, who stated that some of 
their appliances in the workshops at 
Portsmouth were obsolete, and their 
machinery was not up to date. This 
new workshop at Portsmouth was the 
result of the policy pressed for by the 
hon. Member that new machinery should 
be available ‘n order to work to the best 
advantage. This new machine shop 


would certainly cost £188,000. 
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Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN said that was 


only a small machine shop, for he had 
put up one that cost £320,000. 
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*Mr. PRETYMAN said that this new 
machine shop would be 270 feet by 590 
feet. It would be entirely worked by 
electric power. In regard to Wei-Hai- 
Wei, the opinions of two opposite schools 
of thought had been laid before the Com- 


mittee. The hon. Member opposite stated 
that the Fleet ought to be able to main- 
tain and protect Wei-Hai-Wei. But it was 
not the duty of the Fleet to protect 
its own coaling stations. The object of 
a fleet in war was to attack the enemy, 
and it must be perfectly iree to carry 
out that duty. It had now been decided 
to make Wei Hai-Wei a station to which 
the Fleet time, 
which of great value to the 
Fleet. This pier about which a quostion 
had been raised was for the use 9% the 
Fleet. in order that the crews might land 
upon the Island, which without a pier 
wold be absolutely impossible. he 
harbour of Wei-Hai-Wei was subject to 
very heavy and at many times of 
the vear the state of the weather would 


mal 
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> landing impossible without a pier. 
Gn the island it was proposed to main- 
tain a hospital, a recreation ground, a 
canteen, and a coaling station—not on a 
verv large scale. It was to be a summer 
sanatorium for the Fleet, and a station 
where mancuvres could be carried out 
in an extremely healthy climate. 
Commanding officers who had reported 
from this station were unanimously of 
opinion that Wei-Hai-Wei was, perhaps, 
the very best available harbour of the 
kind for the crews, and it was 
better climate than that of Japan. There- 
fore, for the purposes he had named a 
more suitable station could not be found. 

One or two other questions had been 
asked him. As to the works at the Falk- 
land Islands, they were progressing, and 
would he completed during this financial 
year. The sum of £20,000, which was un- 
spent, and led his hon. friend to suppose 
that the work would not be finished this 
year, was the result of a saving on the 
original estimate. That was the result of 
the Government Works Department hay- 
ing carried out this work with their own 
workmen, and they had thus been enabled 
to save £20,000 upon the Vote. He 
thought that was very creditable to 


even a 


{COMMONS} 





Estimates. 952 
the Works Department, more especially 
in view of the statement made by 
his hon. friend behind him that his 
Department was the most incompetent 
part of the Admiralty — staff. With 
regard to the question raised as to the 
payment ot £400 above the original con- 
tract price for the Nelson Monument at 
Portodown, this occurred three vears 
ago when the matter was not personally 
before him. He understood that the 
matter had been carefully considered, 
but if the hon. Member would give him 
notice of a Question on the subject, he 
would give him an answer. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: What 


about the Haulbowline water tube boilers ? 


‘Mr. PRETYMAN said that was for 
the necessary repairs to water tube boilers, 
with which a large portion of the Fleet 
was furnished. There were similar shops 
for all kinds of boilers. 


Mr. 


} 


saa 
said he 


EDMUND 


wished to 


(9.49.) 
SON 
most important que stions which had been 
the eastern dock at 
He did not know whether the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn was satis- 
fied 


ROBERT- 


} 
allude to two 





raised. One was 
Gibraltar. 


with the answer given on this ques- 
tion, but he inust confess that, from a 
totally different point of view, he did not 
regard the answer as entirely satisfactory. 
What the hon. Member told them was 
that a distinguished expert had been sent 
out to continue the investigations which 
were commenced last year by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn. He had hoped 
that the hon. Member would have been 
able to tell the Committee that on 
its own responsibility the Admiralty had 
settled, once for all, whether there was 
to be a dock on the eastern side. 
His own wish was that the answer should 
be in the negative, because he did not 
think that a harbour on the east side was 
one which would justify the expenditure 
on its construction. teferring to the 
position of Wei-Hai Wei, he said the hon. 
Gentleman had not been unfairly dealt 
with by the Committee, but they desired 
information as to how that place would 
be affected by the announcement recently 
made. It was declared by the Admiralty 
three years ago that Wei-Hai-Wei was to 
be a secondary military base. When an 
explanation of that phrase was asked, 
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they were told that Wei-Hai-Wei was to be 
in Chinese waters a port similar to Gibral- 
tar in the Mediterranean, before the pre- 
sent great expansion of works took place. 
[t was stated three years agothat we were 
going to build at Wei-Hai-Wei a coaling 
station, store-houses, and a naval hospital. 
These were all specific statements, and he 
wanted to know whether they still held 
good. 
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*Mr. PRETYMAN : It is proj: sed still 
to have a coaling station there, but not 
on a very large scale. There will also be 
a canteen, recreation grounds, and small 
stores. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Prac- 
tically the policy at Wei-Hai-Wei with 
regard to the Works Department is still 
to be persevered in, notwithstanding the 
general change of view by the War Office 
and the Foreign Office. 


(9.54.) Mr. GROVES (Salford, 58.) 
asked whether it was a fact that on the bar 
at Sheerness the greatest depth of water, 
and that oniy for a limited period, was 
thirty-six feet. Heasked hon. Gentlemen 
to imagine what would be the position in 
the case of a naval battle extending up 
the eastern coast of England if an ironclad 
drawing twenty-eight or thirty feet of 
water received such injury that her water- 
tight compartments carried her down a 
few feet more than her usualdepth. ‘That 
ironclad, when seeking refuge, might not 
be able to enter Sheerness. Was the 
hon. Member aware that within recent 
times a Member of the House, who 
was engaged in the shipping trade, made 
an offer to the Admiralty, when expending 
money on a commercial graving dock, to 
enlarge the length and width of the dock 
to admit modern ironclads for a subsidy of 
£10,000, and that the offer was refused by 
the Admiralty at the time? He wished to 
know whether the Vote now before the 
Committee provided for increasing the 
depth at Sheerness. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) said he had not heard 
any reason given why they should 


not vote for the proposed reduction. 
The man in the street would say, 
looking back on the history of 
Wei-Hai-Wei, that we took it because 
we were ordered out of Port Arthur | 
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by Russia. We then took this port 
to show that we had got an equivalent. 
It was to be a_ wonderful place 
when fortified. What was the reason 
for the Government’s change of front 
in regard to Wei-Hai-Wei? The 
only explanation was that it was the 
War Office that conceived the idea of 
fortifying it, and therefore must it now 
he given up. It seemed to him that the 
War Office would be better engaged 
attending to its own business. If they 
were to have a change of work as between 
one office and another, he would suggest 
that the Admiralty should take to the 
buying of horses. I[t could buy them 
quite as well, and he was certain that it 
could not buy them worse, than the War 
Ottice. What had been stated in answer 
to the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
showed that the Admiralty had been as 
lax in regard to soundings round our fore- 
shores at Gibraltar as the War Office 
had been in regard to maps of South 
Africa. 


(10.0.) Mr. DILLON said that every 
tor two or three years past 
several hours were wasted in Committee 
in debates between experts as to whether 
Wei-Hai-Wei should be treated as a first 
or a second-class naval station. When 
that town was first taken from the 
Chinese, the First Lord of the Treasury 
and the representative of the Admiralty 
made most eloquent speeches, in which 
they assured Parliament that all the best 
experts concurred in regarding Wei-Hai- 
Wei as the best naval station in the north 
of China, and they were told over and over 
again that it could be made a more 
powerful naval base than Port rthur. 
Now, what value were they to attach to 
the opinions of the naval experts at the 
Admiralty in view of what had occurred ? 
They were now told that all idea of using 
it as a naval base had been abandoned. 
If so, why were they going to spend more 
money on it? When they heard the 
representative of the Admiralty calling 
for money to spend on a new pier, a 
hospital, a canteen, and a_ recreation 
ground for a small coaling station, that 
was in pursuance of a Chinese, not a 
European policy—a policy of “ saving 
their face.” He would recall the fact 
that the First Lord of the Treasury had 
said that Wei-Hai-Wei could never be a 
commercial town, because the British 
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Government had given an undertaking 
to the German Government that Wei- 
Hai-Wei would never be connected to the 
back country and that no railway would 
be built. It was therefore an isolated 
spot, cut off from the interior German 
territory. They were told now that a 
pier and a hospital were to be built, and 
he assumed therefore that Wei-Hai-Wei 
was to be permanently retained. If that 
were so, What a mockery was the whole 
policy of this country! We had found 
fault with the Russian Government for 
encroaching on the territorial integrity 
of the Chinese Empire, and we had 
entered into an alliance with the 
Japanese nation to guarantee the terri- 
torial integrity of the Chinese Empire ; 
but England was just as guilty of inter- 
fering with the territorial integrity of 
the Chinese Empire as either Germany 
or Russia. The English Government 
now announced to the world that they 
intended to retain Wei-Hai-Wei, although 
it was acknowledged to be of no sub- 
stantial use as a naval station. What 
folly and nonsense, then, it was to enter 
into an alliance to maintain the terri- 
torial integrity of China. On principle 
it did not matter whether a town like 
Wei-Hai-Wei was taken, or a _ whole 
province like Manchuria. He main- 
tained that Wei-Hai-Wei ought to be 
returned to the Chinese Government as 
a guarantee of the sincerity of the 
English Government in the wish to 
maintain the territorial integrity of the 
Chinese Empire. When Wei-Hai-Wei was 
taken over, a Chinese regiment was en- 
rolled as a garrison. Was that regiment 
to be transferred elsewhere ? 


Supply—Navy 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ruled 
that the hon. Member could not discuss 
the question of the Chinese regiment 
under this Vote. 


Mr. DILLON said he understood that 
the question of the policy of retaining 
Wei-Hai-Wei was involved in this Vote; 
and he had simply alluded to the Chinese 
regiment as part of that policy. If ruled 
out of order, he would raise the Question 
on another opportunity. 


(10.13.) Mr. CALDWELL saw no use 
in erecting a pier at Wei-Hai-Wei, for 
ships could be discharged and men landed 

Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 
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by means of steam tenders. He under- 
stood that Wei-Hai-Wei was to be placed 
under the jurisdiction and control of the 
Colonial Office, and the sums asked for in 
this Vote should have been embraced jn 
the Colonial Office Vote, which included 
already £12,000 for Wei-Hai-Wei. It was 
unfair to disperse the Estimates in that 
way, because the Committee did not com- 
prehend the total sum that was to be ex- 
pended in a given place. Given the 
Government policy that the place was to 
be a sanatorium, there was no ground 
whatever for the expenditure of money 
on a pier where, as a matter of fact, 
the Navy could use its launches. 


Mr. O’MARA said he desired to ask a 
question with reference to the contract 
the Admiralty had entered into with 
the Eastern Extension Telegraph Company 
for a cable to Wei-Hai-Wei. What use 
would that cable be if the place was only 
to be used as a seaside resort with a pier 
and a band on it ! 


*THeE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I do 
not see anything with regard to a cable 
to Wei-Hai-Wei in this Vote. 


Mr. O'MARA said he might not have 
been strictly in order, and would not pur- 
sue the matter. He wished to know if it 
was naval strategy that made it incumbent 
on the Admiralty to spend money on a 
pier at Wei-Hai-Wei. The Admiralty 
disclaimed any intention of making it a 
naval station, and, therefore, he thought 
his Amendment to reduce the sum by 
£5,000 was a very reasonable one, especi- 
ally as £1,000 could not be obtained for 
piers on the west coast of Ireland, where 
they would be much more useful. 


*(10.20.) Mr. PRETYMAN said in 
reply to the question of the hon. Member 
for South Salford as to entranee to Sheer- 
ness, the river at the entrance was sufti- 
ciently deep in any state of the tide for 
the largest vessels. The bar was above 
that, and the channel there was not acces- 
sible to ships in all states of the tide. 


| The largest ship in the Navy had a draught 


of about twenty-seven feet, whereas there 
were thirty-six feet at low water at Sheer- 
ness, leaving a considerable margin of 
nine feet. As regarded Wei-Hai-Wei, there 
was a temporary pier there already, and it 
would be impossible to land without 
having a pier. 
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Hope, J. F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Houston, Rohert Paterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denligh) 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H.( Hants. Farelh’m 
eee, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellisen 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, W.JH (Dumfriesshire 
Melville. Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, David (W'Ithamstow 
Morrell, George Herlert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(1I dept Pre) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowhvray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt Hn A. Graham( Bute 





Original Question put and agreed to. 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(D’rlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Perks, Robert William 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Piatt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Arthur 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridiey, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roherts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John BF. Lb. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds. Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(lsleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Government 
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Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’m). Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks, ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart ,SirMark J. M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David AlfrecH Merthyr 
Thornton, Percy M. : 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
W elby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(‘T unton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jolin Lloyd 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasvow) 
Wilson... W.( Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Worsley-Taytor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES 

Sir William Walrond and 
Mir. Anstruther. 


when the talent required was secured the 


were unable to keep It. 





tf. §=£2,661,500, Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, &e.—VPersonnel. 


*(10.35.) Mr. KEARLEY asked whether, 

if the right hon. Gentleman succeeded in 
obtaining the first part of the Vote, the 
cveneral discussion would remain open 
when the Vote was discussed at its 
further stages. 


THe SECRETARY to trHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteR, Belfast, 
W.) said he understood that that was the 
usual practice. 


*Mr. KEARLEY said there was no 
doubt that the enlarged Navy had come 
to stay the constructive Vote had 
trebled in the course of the last ten years. 
Instead of being £5,000,000, as it was ten 


years ago, it was now £15,000,000. 
Everybody would agree that the con- 


struction of these mammoth ships was 
highly scientific, and that the highest 
skill was necessary for the performance of 
naval architecture, and, therefore, it be- 
hoved the Government and the country 
to secure the very best talent possible for 
this Department. He complained that 


The Naval Construction Department was 
not only underpaid but undermanned. 
The result of the 
best men were constantly being ten 
away by private firms who paid higher 
salaries than the Government. The hon. 
Member instanced several cases of this 
kind in November, of which the Govern- 
ment were only able to get them back by 
largely increasing the pay. The Govern- 
ment, he contended, were constantly 
shedding their best men, and in order to 
retain their staff, they would have to face 
the question of emolument. When Sir 
William White and Mr Philip Watts 
returned to the Admiralty, from which 
they had been tempted away by private 
firms, they relinquished considerably 
higher salaries than they were now paid, 
which showed that there was something 
very attractive in Admiralty employment}; 
but their salaries were the only adequate 
salaries paid. The ordinary salary of a 
Director of Naval Construction — was 





£1500, rising to £1800, after five 
years service, but the Government 


did not offer that salary to Sir 
William White and Mr. Philip Watts. 
Sir William White came back at £5500 
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whilst Mr. Watts declined to return 
under £3,000 a year. It was a great 


mistake on the part of the Government 
not to give men like these not only an 
adequate salary, but also an adequate 
staff. When the Navy Construction Vote 
was £5,000,000 they had two chief 
constructors at the Admiralty, now the 
Vote was £15,000,000 they had only 
three, and those men commenced at a 
salary of £700 and rose by annual in- 
crements of £25 to £850. It was al- 
most an insult to offer such men an 
annual increment as low as £25. But 
when they rose to £85° there was no 
further prospect before them. Two of the 
biggest dockyards were Devonport and 
Chatham, yet the chief constructors 
there only received £600 a year rising 
to £750. He asked whether business men 
would give so paltry a salary tosuch men. 
He knew pertectly well they would do 
nothing of the kind, because if they did 
the inevitable result would be that they 
would be tempted away by other firms 
who offered greater inducements. But 
that was the position of the Admiralty 
today, all their best men were being en- 
ticed away with offers of better salaries. 
The question struck him as being a very 
important one. He could not help think- 
ing that Sir William White had not had 
a sufficient staff to carry out the stupen- 
dous work which he did with such great 
success and eredit. That official would 
probably go down to history as the great- 
est naval constructor of all time, at any 
rate up to the present. He seriously com- 
plained of the cheese-paring policy of the 
Admiralty in giving men _ holding posi- 
tions of the greatest responsibility such 
inadequate salaries, and he asked whether 
there was any intention on the part of 
the Department to go into the question. 


*(10.47.) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER en- 
tirely agreed with the hon. Member that 
there could be no more important ques- 
tion for the Admiralty to consider than 
that to which he had referred. But it 
was true, as had been stated, that both 
Sir William White and Mr. Watts received 
special allowances, and, after all, the proof 
of the pudding was in the eating. These 
two eminent men had rendered services 
which perhaps money could not ade- 
quately repay, but they had both quite 
willingly entered the service of the 
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country on the terms the country offered. 
He agreed it was important that the 


constructors’ branch should provide 
men who would in every way 
second the efforts of their Chief, 
and, if they were competent to do 


so, he hoped they would be retained. 
He did not think, however, it was 
correct to say that service under private 
firms drew so lorgely from the staff of 
the Admiralty. He believed he was right 
in saying that the number of con- 
structors who had left the Admiralty 
during the period of their service had 
been remarkably small. But it was a 
point to be remembered that the 
Admiralty had been able to get their 
services back again when they were 
particularly valuable to the country. 
Whether it might be possible at some 
period to obtain the co-operation of 
private firms, in designing as well as in 
shipbuilding, was a matter worthy of 
serious attention. The hon. Member 
had not stated the facts quite fully in 
connection with the emoluments of 
constructors, for there were allowances 
to be considered. Here, again, it was 
necessary to look at the facts. The 
Admiralty had always been able to get 
the services of exceedingly competent 
men for the salaries offered. While it 
was common experience that the salaries 
given were not so large as those some- 
times given by private firms, yet 
attached to the Government service 
there were considerations, such as the 
certainty and the distinction of the 
employment, and the certainty of a 
pension after a fixed term of service, 
which made these posts attractive to 
men of great eminence and capabilities. 
With regard to the Constructive De- 
partment, the hon. Member was 
undoubtedly right in saying there had 
been too much pressure, and he would 
be glad to know that the work of 
re-constructing the Department, of which 
the Constructive Department was a 
branch, was engaging the active attention 
of the Admiralty ; and he believed that 
as the result of arrangements to be made 
they would be able to give greater liberty 
to the new director of Naval Con- 
struction, to relieve him of work which 
should not properly be put upon him 
and to give him in the future a staff 


/more adequate to relieve him of the 


21 
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enormous pressure in the important | 
work he had to undertake. 


Supply — 


*(10.53.) Sm CHARLES DILKE said | 

there were a few words in the First 
Lord’s Memorandum which seemed 
almost to suggest that the pressure on 
the Controllers Department was so 
great as to stop any further increase of 
the Fleet. He was very glad, therefore, 
to hear the remarks of the Secretary to the 
Admiralty with regard to the re-organisa- 
tion of the Department. It was im- 
possible to justify the smallness of the 
new programme this year—a programme 
actually smaller than that of each of 
several other naval Powers—on the 
ground oi the pressure of that particular 
Department. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Resolutions to he reported tomorrow. 


Committee to sit again tomorrow. 


SUPPLY [7rm MARCH], REPORT. 

Resolutions reported :— 

Army EstiMATEs, 1902-3. 

1. “That a number of Land Forces, 
not exceeding 420,Q00, all ranks, be 
maintained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
at Home and Abroad, excluding His 
Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£18,940,400, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Pay, Allow- 
ances, and other Charges, of His Majesty’s 
Army at Home and Abroad (exclusive of 
India) (General Stati, Regiments, Reserve, 
and Departments), which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution :— 


(10.58) Mr. DILLON: I beg to move 
the reduction of the number of men by 
1,500, the number of the Chinese regi- 
ment. As | understand, the policy of 
enrolling these men for use against their 

Mr. Arnobd Forster. 
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own countrymen was inaugurated in con- 


| nection with the establishment of Wei- 


Hai-Wei as a fortress and naval base. [ 
always thought that the policy of enrol- 
ling men of different races and nationalities 
in the British Army was a foolish and 
mischievous policy. To get those men, 
as was the case in the war with China, 
to fight against their own countrymen is 
a policy which is bound to result in many 
evil consequences. Although the whole 
policy of treating Wei-Hai-Wei as a naval 
base has now been abandoned, the pro- 
posal made in connection with that policy 
to enrol a Chinese regiment has not been 
abandoned, and it is proposed to maintain 
a Chinese regiment, not only at 1,000 men 
as originally suggested, but it is now pro- 
posed to increase that number to 1,500. 
I wish to know what is going to be done 
with this force. Is this Chinese regiment 
going to remain in Wei-Hai-Wei, or willit 
be removed elsewhere, and if so, where? 
I beg to move a reduction of this Vote 
by 1,500 men. 


Amendment proposed— 


“*To leave out ‘420,000,’ and insert ‘418,500.’” 
—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “That ‘420,000’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


*(11.3.) Sir CHARLES DILKE: With 
regard to this Chinese regiment, the 
position of affairs is even more curious 
than that which has been mentioned by 
my hon. friend. My hon. friend has 
moved a reduction of this Vote by 1,500 
men. It is perfectly true that last year 
a decision was arrived at to increase this 
regiment to 1,500 or 1,600 men, but the 
number on the Estimates is for just over 
1,000. We have been informed by the 
Government in a recent debate in another 
place that the question of disbanding this 
regiment is under consideration. There- 
fore we are in the curious position that 
first the decision is arrived at to increase 
the regiment, and then we are told that 
it is under consideration whether or not 
it shall be disbanded. Now the House is 
asked to vote 1,000 or 1,100 men. Hav- 
ing said this much upon the Motion of 
my hon. friend, I should like to ask you, 
Mr. Speaker, whether it would be better 
for me to ask some questions on which I 
desire information from the Government 
upon this Amendment, or wait until the 
Amendment has either been withdrawn 
or disposed of. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment 
had better be disposed of first. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
for East Mayo has brought forward a 
proposition that we should not employ 
the natives of a country as troops where 
they may be called upon to fight against 
their own countrymen. That is not the 
ease in China. 


Mr. DILLON : What I pointed out was 
that these Chinamen remained technically 
subjects of the Emperor of China, although 
they were enrolled in a British regiment. 


Lorp STANLEY: Quite so, because 
wedo not hope to have any aggression 
onthe part of China. We look to this 
regiment to guard that part of China which 
at present remains under the dominion 
of our flag. Therefore we are trying 
m those countries which we are taking 
under our protection to instil into the 
natives such instruction in military 
matters as we give to the natives of 
India and other countries, as will enable 
them to take their part with us in the 
defence of that part of the Empire. 
This is all that is being done in China. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean has referred to the 
fact that we asked for more men than 
we have been able to get. I am afraid 
that that is a thing which we have had ex- 
perience of at home as well as abroad, 
and we hope to be able to get the 
number of men we asked for. It has 
not been decided to disband this regi- 
ment, as has been stated by the right 
hon. baronet. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I did not say 
that. What I said was that the question 
of disbanding this regiment had been 


stated in another place to be under | s+] greater difficulty. 


'said that he had every hope that the 


consideration. 


Lorp STANLEY: We still hope to be 
able to keep this regiment in that state 
of efficiency in which we keep our 
Indian regiments. Regiments are kept 
Up in this way in other parts of the 
globe under our rule in order to act as 
part of our Army, and that is the 
reason we are taking this sum of money 
in the present form. 
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Str JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I entirely agree with the 
general policy. We were told originally 
that Wei-Hai-Wei was to be a 
secondary naval base. This Chinese 
regiment was established as _ part 
of the arrangment. We have now 
been told quite casually by the Ad- 
miralty that Wei-Hai-Wei is not going to 
be a secondary naval base at all, and 
that it is not going to be fortified. You 
are now asking the Committee to vote 
the money for this regiment, although 
it has not yet been decided whether you 
aré going to maintain it or not. I 


Report. 


‘should like to know, if it is decided to 


keep up this regiment, whether it will be 
retained at Wei-Hai-Wei or not ? 


Lorp STANLEY : Certainly. 


(11.8.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): 
Really this isa matter which ought to 
be made a little more clear to us. The 
most important point put by the right 
hon. Baronet has not been answered at 
all from the Treasury Bench. ‘The 
right hon. Baronet told us that the 
Government have announced in another 
place that this regiment is to be dis- 


banded. 


*Siz CHARLES DILKE: No; what | 
said was that they are considering the 
question of disbanding it. 


Mr. LOUGH: We want to hear some- 
Why is it under 
consideration to disband the regiment, 
and why has not some decision been 
taken with regard to it? We ought to 
have some clear information from the 
Government with regard to this par- 
ticular point, which has not been touched 
upon in the reply which has been given. 
The answer we have had puts usin a 
The noble Lord 


arms of these Chinamen would not be 


turned against their fellow countrymen. 


That, however, was only a benevolent 


hope. I would like to ask who else could 
‘they be turned against? The noble 
‘Lord indicated that they were for 


defence against some great Power, but 
how ridiculous that was. The creation 


| of this force is an example of many other 
forces that have been created in Africa 
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with very scanty 
given with regard to them, 


Supply— 


any direct knowledge on the part of the 


House as to the objects the 
have in view in bringing 
into existence. 


disbanding 
certainly hope that, if we do 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhuse on, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. “John 
Bagot,C ae Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, ag wah ve 
Sain, ¢ ‘ol. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C.B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
janbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt HonSir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, ¢ — Henry 
Bond, Edw: urd 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 


Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD (Chatham 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Fine ch, George H. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes | 


Mr. Lough. 


It has now been stated 
that the Government are thinking of 
this Chinese regiment. I 


| Macdona, 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
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information — being | information 
reduction which has been moved by my 
hon. friend will be supported from all 
sides of the House. 


and without 


Government 
those forces 





not get'more | 84. 
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Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower Ernest 

Foster, Phili S.(Warwick, SW. 
Foster, Sir Waiter (Derby Co.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

pmo ne James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHn.LordG,. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, »Marqof (L’nd’nderry 
H: urdy, Laurence(K’nt, As hford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(H: inley 
Heath,James(Staffords,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhoute, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hoge, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J i *. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
L oyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Macartney, RtHn. W G. Ellison 
John Cumming 


Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
ieee, Edw: a Robert Pacy 
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upon this point, 


(11.10.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 194; Noes, 
(Division List No. 67.) 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthomstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Art hurH A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, HnWm. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt Hn Chas, Thompson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville,Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 


| Stanley, 


Smith,H.C(North’mb, Tyu side 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset.) 
Lord (Lanes. ) 


| Stewart,SirMark J. M’Taggart 


| Talbot, Lord E. 


| Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire | 


Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
(C hichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell. Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton | 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon | 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Allen,Charles P.(Gloue.Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 


| Wodehouse, RtHon. ER.(Bath) | 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
a Norval Watson 


| Joyce, Michael 


Kennedy, James Patrick 


| Lambert, George 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 


| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M’Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’ Kean, John 


M’killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,J ames (Wicklow, W) 
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Woodhouse, SirJ T.(Huddersf d 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel,S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 


| Tomkinson, James 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel 





Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O'Dowd, John 


*(11.20.) Sm CHARLES DILKE 
said there were two points not dis- 
cussed in Committee which he should 


like to put to the Secretary of 
State for War with regard to his 
scheme. He wanted to know whether 


the Government had thought out the 
etfect of the new figures upon the linked 
battalion system. Last year the right 
hon. Gentleman in his statement told 
the House what were the views of the 
Government with regard to the future 
of the linked battalion system, but there 
were certain points which had changed 
since then, and which must therefore 
affect that view. Apart from the question 
of whether the allowance of the Govern- 
ment for the number of men they would 
have permanently to keep in South 
Africa was sufficient, four ‘additional 
battalions, two of Munsters and two of 
Liverpools, had been disbanded. 


Mr. BRODRICK: They could not be 
disbanded when they were not formed. 


*Srm QGHARLES DILKE said “ dis- | 
banded” was not his word. It was the 
Government word. He could quote the | 


O'Connor, T. P. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, 


pena? ; 
7. TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 

Mr. Dillon and Mr. Lough. 
answer in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man used the word. Then there were 
coaling stations which the Admiralty 
was to have taken over and had refused. 
These items disturbed the scheme of the 
linked battalions which was put before 
the House last year. No statement was 
made on the subject this year, and they 
were left in ignorance of how the system 
would work out in future. Another 
point was the cost of the new arrange- 
ment to India. Five years ago the 


most powerful argument the right 
hon. Gentleman was able to bring 
to bear against the shorter period 


for home service, and such a scheme 
as was now adopted, was the cost to 
India. He attacked some Members of 
the House, and said their scheme would 
involve an additional cost to India of 
£640,000. The right hon. Gentleman 
had now produced a scheme which in- 
volved a larger cost to India. The Indian 
Government had repeatedly put before 
Parliament that ifthey were to have men 
of proper age and allowed to keep 
them until the completion of ten or 
twelve years service it would be an 
economy. But under the Government 








971 Supply— 


scheme they were given six years 
service. That was sure to be a costly 
service for the Indian Government. 


“Mr. SPEAKER pointed out to the 
right hon. Gentleman that this Vote 
was for Great Britain and Ireland, ex- 


cluding India. 


* Str CHARLES DILKE said he had 
finished what he had to say, although 
he should be prepared to argue that 
his remarks were in order, because this 
affected the number of men at home 
under the linked battalion system. 


(11.27.) Mr. BRODRICK said the right 
hon. Gentleman had appealed to him 
about the linked battalions, and he 
had no difficulty in answering him. 
The Government had not disbanded the 
four battalions referred to. The Munsters 
had never been formed. They were 
originally contemplated, but the bat- 
talions of the Irish Guards were 
substituted. It became unnecessary to 
ask for two battalions from Liverpool. 
We had under the new system seventy- 
eight battalions abroad, and we should 
have seventy-eight battalions at home. 
He hoped the Admiralty would be in- 
duced to take over the garrisoning of 
the coaling stations. The right hon. 
Baronet had asked whether the term of 
service in India might not be extended 
to ten or twelve years; but he thought 
that a period of between six and seven 
years was as long a time as it was 
desirable to assign in the case of the 
majority of the men. Of course, there 
might be exceptional men who might 
serve for a longer time without injury 
to their constitutions. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Second Resolution :— 


Mr. WHITLEY said he would move 
the reduction of the Vote by the nominal 


sum of £100, in order to call attention | 
to the delay in the payment of the | 
money due to the Yeomanry returned 


from the war in South Africa. On 


the previous Friday he had given two | ca 
illustrations which came within his own | 
experience of such delay, and he dared | 
say almost every Member of the House | 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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could give similar instances. He had 
been greatly surprised when the right 
hon. Gentleman had in his reply dealt 
with the two instances he had quoted 
as if that were the whole extent of the 
deficiencies of his Department. But in 
the Report of the Auditor General it was 
stated that there was no less a sum than 
half a million due to our soldiers, which 
had been received at the War Office on 
10th September, 1901, and which had not 
yet been paid out on 11th February, 1902. 
There must have been some culpable 
delay at the War Office if these figures 
were correct, and an explanation was due 
to the House. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out ‘£18,940,400’ amd _ insert 
*£18,940,300.’”—(Mr. Whitley.) 

Question proposed, “ That ‘£18,940,400 
stand part of the Resolution.” 

(11.35.) Lorp STANLEY said that 


the hon. Member’ was labouring 
under a mistake. All the money due 


to the soldiers in South Africa 
had been paid, but the accounts 
had not in all cases been received 


at home owing to the _ inevitable 
difficulties of collecting the pay-sheets. 
The men had been trekking from day to 
day, and if any delay had occurred in the 
case of a few men it was because they 
had fallen out of the column either sick 
or wounded and had come home. The 
War Office had done their best in every 
way to meet the men. If these had the 
slightest documentary proof at all, 
although the pay-sheets had not been 
received from South Africa, the great 
proportion of the sum due was given on 
account. A special Committee had been 
formed to deal with such cases, and there 
was not now, so far as he knew, an 
outstanding account. But if the hon. 
Member could give him a specific case he 
would undertake himself to investigate it. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that in view of 
the satisfactory statement of the noble 
Lord he would withdraw his Motion. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question proposed, “ That this House 
doth agree with the Committee in the 
id Resolution.” 


(11.44.) Mr, FLYNN (Cork, N.) said 
he found there was an increase of £30,000 
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on the Estimates in respect of the pay of 
the Colonial contingents. 


were not entitled to higher pay than the 
men from England and Ireland. Loyalty 
he could understand, but it should be 
loyalty on equal terms, and not ls. a day 
to one class and 5s. a day to another. 
It was one of the most striking injustices 
in connection with the whole campaign 
to give increased pay to the Colonial con- 
tingents. He had seen it stated in 
Colonial newspapers that the explanation 
of such a large number of Colonials at the 
war was that there was lack of employ- 
ment in the Colonies, and that the men 
eagerly grasped at the pay offered them. 
He asked any sensible man whether a 
unit in the Imperial Yeomanry was worth 
five times as much as the average soldier 
of the line. He thought they ought to 
divide the House as a protest against the 
unfair manner in which the ordinary 
soldier was treated. 


Mr. DILLON said he wished to ask a 
question with reference to the pay of the 
local forces in South Africa. He wished 
to know whether the sum of £1,600,000 
included pay for the forces which had 
been transferred from Lord Kitchener to 
the Cape Government. He really thought 
it too bad if the House were to be called 
upon to pay for those troops. 


(11.48.) Mr. O’MARA said he entirely 
endorsed what had fallen from his hon, 
friend the Member for North Cork. 
The Imperial Yeomanry had only dis- 
tinguished themselves by their appearance 
in the casualty lists as missing. The 
surrenders of the regular troops were not 
half as frequent as the surrenders of the 
Yeomanry, and yet they were paid 5s. a 
day. He wished to ask the Secretary of 
State for War for an explanation of the 
enormous reduction in Sub-Head H, for 
gratuities to the troops on active service. 
It was only £350,000, while last year it 
was £2,340,000. He had listened very 
carefully to the debate, but had not heard 
any explanation of that reduction. He 
also observed that the recruiting expenses 
were estimated at about a fifth of what 
they were last year, namely, £37,000 as 
against £219,000. He presumed that the 
Secretary of State imagined that the 


inducement he held out of 6d. a day | 
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Now, he| 
contended that these Colonial contingents | 
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extra would be sufficient to attract 
recruits, without advertising the other 
advantages of the Army. He himself 
last year recommended an increase in the 
pay of the troops and a decrease in the 
pay of the general staff. He viewed with 
concern an increase in the pay of the 
troops while the pay of the generals was 
not decreased, as his constituency would 
have to pay for it just as well as the most 
prosperous constituency in England, He 
also noticed that there was an enormous 
increase in the wages paid to ex-soldiers. 
Last year the Estimate was £254,000, 
whereas now it was estimated as £680,000. 
Then there was a sum of money for the 
lieutenant and major of the Tower of 
London, and he should be glad to learn 
what useful occupations those gentlemen 
pursued. He also wished to have an 
explanation of the amount taken for 
table money of general officers. He 
thought the pay given to general officers 
ought to be sufficient to provide them 
with all the delicacies they required, 
without giving them an allowance as 
table money. He hoped an explanation 
would be given on the point he had 
mentioned. 


(11.55.) Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) 
said he trusted the noble Lord would be 
able to answer the two questions to which 
he had already drawn attention. One 
was the difference there was in the 
authority on which extra pay was given 
to the Imperial Yeomanry and to the 
irregular corps. The pay was given to 
the Imperial Yeomanry by special Royal 
Warrant, but according to the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General no 
such authority was given with reference 
to the pay of irregular corps locally raised, 
especially town guards. He should be 
glad to know on what authority that pay 
was given. He also wished to direct 
attention to the age of enlistment of 
troops. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is only the 
Money Vote. 


Mr. PIRIE said he was referring to the 
scheme which the right hon. Gentleman 
had placed before the House, and which 
contained an entirely novel condition of 
enlistment. 
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ape a Mm 
*Mr. SPEAKER: It does not follow present moment something like 4,000 
that that would be in order on this Vote. infantry Volunteers in South Africa - 
See : on 
waiting to be relieved, and the reason Lt 
Mr. PIRIE said the matter was closely they were not relieved was that thelRidl 
connected with the pay of the troops. Volunteers naturally preferred to go out|kite' 
He had already drawn attention to it in at 5s. a day instead of at 1s. To his mind oe 
Committee, and now merely wished to that was a short-sighted policy. Roll 
ask for a definite reply to the remarks he Roy 
had already made. [t was a most striking It being Midnight, Mr. SPEAKER pro- _ 
fact that a recruit was not. threatened ceeded to interrupt the Business. 900 
with any punishment at all for giving a Sel 
false answer as to age. Whereupon Mr. BRODRICK rose in| Sete 
his place, and claimed to move, “ That we 
* Mr. SPEAKER: That clearly has the Question be now put.” a 
nothing to do with this Vote. 
(12.0.) Question put, “ That the 
Mr. PIRIE said he would in that case Question be now put.” | 
merely say that the scheme fell short in | 
several particulars of what the country The House divided :—Ayes, 184 ;| 
had a right to expect. There were at the Noes, 85. (Division List No. 68.) An 
rime | All 
AYES, | aoe 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F.  Dewar,T R (T’rH’mlets,8.Geo. | Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) | Bla 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. Keswick, William Bol 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Digby, John i. D. Wingfield- Knowles, Lees Bu 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden Disraeli, ( ‘oningsby Ralph Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) Cal 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Dorington, Sir John Edward Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 2! 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Lawson, John Grant Ca 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Duke, Henry Edward Lee, Arthur H(Hants.,Farel’m | a 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Chi 
sailey, James (Walworth) Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 9 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Llewellyn, Evan He ury Cor 
Baird, John George Alexander Fergusson,Rt Hn SirJ (Mane’r Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. Cra 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manchr Finch, George H. Loder, Gerald W her 4 Erskine Cre 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) Firbank, Joseph Thomas Long, Rt. Hon. Walt. (Bristol,S) | Cr 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds Fisher, William Hayes Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) Cu 
Jalfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. Fison, Frederic ‘k William Loyd, Archie Kirkman De 
Banbury, Frederick George Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon  Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft Dil 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Macartney,Rt HnW.G. Ellison | Do 
Beach, Rt Hn SirMichael Hicks Flower, Ernest Macdona, John Cumming Do 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S.W. Maclver, David (Liverpool) Fa 
Bignold, Arthur Gardner, Ernest Manners, Lord Cecil Ff 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Godson, SirAugustus Frederick Martin, Richard Biddulph Fly 
Bond, Edward Gordon, Hn..J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire Fo 
3oscawen, Arthur Griffith- Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) | Melville, Beresford Valentine Fu 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John — Gore,Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Line.) Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) J Gi 
sull, William James Graham, Henry Robert Moore, William (Antrim, N.) Gu 
Bullard, Sir Harry Gray, Ernest (West Ham) More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) Ha 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Green, W: alfordD.(Wednesbury Morgan, David J. Ww Ith’mstow Hi 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire Greville, Hon. Ronald Morrell, George Herbert 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Groves, James Grimble Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. Guthrie, Walter Murray Muntz, Philip A. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Worer Hall, Edward Marshall Murray, Rt Hn. A.Grh’m(Bute 
Chapman, Edward Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) i 
Charrington, Spencer Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’nderry Nicholson, William Graham 
Clive, Captain Percy Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd Nicol, Donald Ninian C 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. Hare, Thomas Leigh Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Coghill, Douglas H: uy Harris, Frederick Leverton Parker, Gilbert 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Hay, Hon. Claude George Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Colomb,Sir Johnt ‘h: arlesReady Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow Heath, James (Staffords.N.W. Penn, John 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Helder, Augustus Pierpoint, Robert 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) Henderson, Alexander Plummer, Walter R. \ 
Crossley, Sir Savile Hoare, Sir Samuel Powell, Sir Francis Sharp ‘A 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. | Pretyman, Ernest George ‘A 
Cust, Henry John C. Hope,J.F. (Sheftield, Brightside , Purvis, Robert ‘A 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Houston, Robert Paterson Randles, John 8. ‘A 
Davenport, William Bromley- Johnston, William (Belfast) | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne ‘A 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Reid, James (Greenock) ‘A 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
enwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
|Royds, Clement Molyneux 
lSackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E B(Isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 





| 

| 

| Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
| Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
| Ambrose, Robert 

| Blake, Edward 

Joland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean Eugene 

Cremer, William Randall 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 





(Bute 
ntry) 
am 


say 


oton) 
esley 


re 


(12.10.) Question put 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


VOL. CIV. 





Allhusen, AugustusH’nry Eden 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


{10 Marcu 1902} 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J. M’ Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Toliemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, Gceorge 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M Kean, Jolin 

M kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M’ Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (ilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


accordingly, | 


AYES. 


| Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 


2M 


Report. 978 
Warde, Colonel] C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. } 
O'Malley, William 

O' Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, HenryJ.( York, W.R. ) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T. (Huddersf d 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Pirie and = Mr. 
Warner. 


| The House divided :—Ayes, 207 ; Noes, 
‘That this House doth agree with the! 50. (Division List No. 69.) 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy | Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
| Banbury, Frederick George 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
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Bond, Edward Harmsworth, R. Leicester Powell, Sir Francis Sharp F 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Harris, Frederick Leverton Pretyman, Ernest George 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Hay, Hon. Claude George Price, Robert John F 

Bull, William James Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- , Priestley, Arthur G 

Bullard, Sir Harry Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley Purvis, Robert 

Burdett-Coutts, W. Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. Randles, John 8. Hi 

Caldwell, James Helder, Augustus Rasch, Major Frederic Carne H 

Cavendish, V.C.W.(D’rbyshire Helme, Norval Watson Rea, Russell H 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) , Henderson, Alexander Reid, James (Greenock) 

Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. Hoare, Sir Samuel Renshaw, Charles Bine Je 

Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. Renwick, George K 

Chapman, Edward Hope. J. F.(Sh’theld, Brightside Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) I 

Charrington, Spencer Houston, Robert Paterson Ridley, S. Forde(BethnalGreen 

Clive, Capt. Percy A. Johnston, William (Belfast) Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson M 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) M 

Coghill, Douglas Harry Jones, William(Carnarvonshire Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) ‘ 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Kearley, Hudson E. | Rolleston, Sir John F. L. M 

Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady | Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) | Royds, Clement Molyneux M 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow Keswick, William Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Knowles, Lees Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

Craig, Robert Hunter Lambert, George Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton) Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) | Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 

Crossley, Sir Savile Lawson, John Grant Seely, Maj. J. E. B. (Lsleof Wight 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry Layland-Barratt, Francis Seton-Karr, Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. Lee, Arthur H.(Hants. Fareh’m | Sharpe, William Edward T. u 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 

Davenport, W. Bromley- Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Simeon, Sir Barrington Ww 

Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | Levy, Maurice Sinclair, Louis (Romford) : 

Dewar, T.R.(T’rH’ml’ts,S.Geo | Llewellyn, Evan Henry Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) Si 

Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside th 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) | Smith, Hon. W. E. D. (Strand) 

Dorington, Sir John Edward Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Loyd, Archie Kirkman Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Duke, Henry Edward Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) Stewart, SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart er 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Macartney,Rt HnW.G. Ellison | Stroyan, John 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Maedona, John Cumming Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley Se 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | Maclver, David (Liverpool) Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr di 

Finch, George H. Manners, Lord Cecil Thornton, Percy M. R 

Firbank, Joseph Thomas Mansfield, Horace Rendall Tollemache, Henry James 

Fisher, William Hayes Markham, Arthur Basil Tomkinson, James 

Fison, Frederick William Martin, Richard Biddulph Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | Maxwell,W.J.H(D'mfriesshire | Valentia, Viscount ' 

Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Melville, Beresford Valentine | Warde, Colonel C. E. In 

Flower, Ernest Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W | Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | Wharton, Rt. Hon.John Lloyd m 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) ti 

Gardner, Ernest Morgan,DavidJ.(W’lthamstow Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

Godson,SirAugustus Frederick | Morrell, George Herbert Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) ta 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord L 

Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South | Muntz, Philip A. Willox, Sir John Archibald 

Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- (Line.) | Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute | Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 

Graham, wory Robert Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Nicholson, William Graham Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 

Green, Walford D.(Wdnesbury | Nicol, Donald Ninian Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 

Greville, Hon. Ronald Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Hudd’rsfi'd 

Groves, James Grimble Parker, Gilbert | Wylie, Alexander 

Guthrie, Walter Murray | Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 

Hall, Edward Marshall Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley | fo 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x | Penn, John TELLERS FOR THE AYES— A 

Hamilton,Marq.of (L’donderry | Pierpoint, Robert Sir William Walrond and 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashfrd | Pirie, Duncan V. Mr. Anstruther. th 

Hare, Thomas Leigh | Plummer, Walter R. . 

0 

NOES. C 

Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | Campbell, John (Armagh,§.) | Cullinan, J. 

Ambrose, Robert | Cogan, Denis J. | Delany, William 

Blake, Edward { Condon, Thomas Joseph | Dillon, John 

Boland, John | Crean, Eugene | Doogan, P. C. ‘ 

Burke, E. Maviland- | Cremer, William Randal | Farrell, James Patrick (S 
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Ffrench, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Supply— 


Murphy, John 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael O’Brien, P. J. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 


O'Dowd, John 


Ordered, That the Resolution which, 
upon the 3rd day of this instant March, 
was reported from the Committee of 
Supply, and which was then agreed to by 


the House, be now read. 


“That 122,500 men and boys be 
employed for the Sea and Coast Guard 
Services for the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903, including 19,805 
Royal Marines.” 


Ordered, That leave be given to bring | 
in a Bill to provide, during twelve | 


months, for the Discipline and Regula- 


tion of the Army; and that Mr. Secre- | 


tary Brodrick, Mr. Arnold-Forster, and 
Lord Stanley do prepare and bring it in. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 


“To provide, during twelve months, 
for the Discipline and Regulation of the 
Army,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 121.] 


COUNTY COUNCILS (BYE-LAWS) BILL. 
[SECOND READING.] 


(12.25.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 


{10 Marcu 1902} 
| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N | 
O'Malley, William 


Report. 982 
| O'Mara, James 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Roche, John 


(Tipperary, N.) Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. | Sullivan, Donal 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


| ‘TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


very small one to remove an inconveni- 
ence under which County Councils now 
laboured. At present the quorum re- 
quired was two-thirds. The Bill pro- 
posed to remove that, but the right 
of the minority would be carefully pre- 
served, as if five members objected the 
present quorum would be required. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was very 
anxious that a Bill like this should pass, 
but in this House if one Member objected 
after midnight no Bill could be taken. 
He had been endeavouring to pass a Bill 
to prevent new licences being granted in 
Ireland, but whenever he put it down it 
| was always objected to by the noble 
| Lord opposite or by the Attorney General 
| for Ireland. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Objec- 
tion is taken. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I have never said 
a word on the subject. 





Second reading deferred till Wednes- 


(Somersetshire, E.) said the Bill was a| day. 





983 Adjournment of 
AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 


INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 


tomorrow. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—LORD 
METHUEN’S REVERSE. 


On the Motion for the adjournment, 


(12.28) Mr. BRODRICK: I have 
received another telegram from Lord 
Kitchener, which does not add much to our 
information, but as it is the only way of 
communicating it to the Press I will read 


it to the House. It is dated Pretoria, 


today, 11.50 a.m.— 


“The following is a summary of the latest 
reports. Lord Methuen’s ox convoy, escorted 
by half his force, started one hour in advance 
of the mule convoy at dawn. The enemy 
made a sudden enveloping attack on the rear. 
The first confusion was occasioned by native 
boys, who galloped through the mule convoy 
with led horses, as the latter was endeavouring, 
by Lord Methuen’s directions, to close on the 
This disorder to the mule convoy 
troops. 


ox convoy. 
communicated itself to the mounted 
The Boers, dressed in khaki, riding among 
the wagons, frustrated all attempts of the 
officers to rally. Great, confusion ensued 
among this portion of the mounted troops, 
and they and the mule wagons galloped three 
miles beyond the ox wagons, and were cut off. 


Sections 4th and 38th Batteries fought with | 


great gallantry, and the 300 infantry of the 


Northumberland Fusiliers and the Loyal 
North Lancashire Regiment showed conspicu- 


ous courage in protecting the wagons, and 


{COMMONS} 


| were driven in 
|numbered 1,500, with one 15-pounder and a 


the House. 984 


our infantry to distinguish between our own 
men and the enemy when the mounted troops 
The 


upon them. enemy 


pom-pom. Delarey, Celliers, Kemp, Vermass 
and other leaders were present. Lord Methuen 
was seen by an Intelligence Department agent 
being well cared for in his own wagon.” By 
a private telegram just received [ find that 
Lord Methuen had a fractured thigh, but was 
reported to be doing well. A further message 
received says :—“ Wounded will be brought 
in to the railway to-day. 
ments now arriving will rectify situation in 


[ hope reinforce- 


this area without disturbing operations else- 
where.—(Signed) LorpD KITCHENER.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, W.) 
asked the right hon. Gentleman, 
with reference to the telegram he 
had read earlier in the day, which 


contained a request from Lord Kitchener 
that its publication should be delayed, 
whether, in fact, he did delay publi- 
cation, and whether, in fact, that was 
done on any previous occasion, and if 
any such request were made. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I 
whether there was any such request on 
But on this 
particular occasion, the _ losses 
were likely to be large, where great 
anxiety would be caused, and where 
the actual events were still in doubt, 
Lord Kitchener requested me not to 
publish the telegram without some little 
delay, in order that needless anxiety 
_might not be caused to many people. 
| I think he was fully justified in making 
| that request. 
| 


cannot = say 


a previous occasion. 


where 





refusing to surrender until resistance was | 
useless. Delarey’s force wasalmost all dressed | 
in our uniform, which made it impossible for | 


Adjourned at half after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 11th March, 1902. 


SAT FIRST. 


The Earl of WILTON sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.}. 


Presented ; and read 1*. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [n.1.]. 


Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


Member. 


TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 
BILL [u.1.}. 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 


reveston by th 


Amendments. 


RUSTHALL MANOR BILL [u.t.]. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
> That the Earl of Camperdown be proposed 
< to the House as a Member of the Select 


erectecrttes 


~ of the Earl of Elgin ; the Earl of Camper- 
* down to be Chairman of the said Com- 
> mittee ; read, and agreed to. 


WREXHAM WATER BILL [u.1. ]. 


: Report from the Committee of Selection, | 
: That the Earl of Camperdown be proposed | 
* to the House as a Member of the Select 
: Committee on the said Bills in the place | 
. of the Earl of Elgin ; the Earl of Camper- 
~ down to be Chairman of the said Com- 
_ Inittee ; read, and agreed to. 


ROSSENDALE VALLEY TRAMWAYS 
BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 2°. 


~ LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 


Read 2°, and committed. 


CENTRAL ARGENTINE AND ROSARIO 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 3° and passed, and sent to| 
the Commons. 


DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAM- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 
WADHURST GAS BILL, 
Brought from the Commons; read 1"; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


VOL. CIV. 


[FourTH Sertes.] ' 
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reported from the Select Committee, with | 


| to lie on the 


: Committee on the said Bills in the place | 
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HAMILTON GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [x.1.]}. 


Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TREATY SERIES. 
No. 4. (1902). Treaty between the 


| United Kingdom and the United States 
_ of Brazil, relative to the boundary between 


Brazil and British Guiana. Signed at 
London, 6th November, 1901. [ Ratifica- 
tions exchanged at Rio de Janeiro, 28th 
January, 1902. 

No. 5. (1902), Convention between the 
United Kingdom and Persia, extending 


the system of telegraphic communication 


between Europe and India through Persia. 
Signed at Teheran, 16th August, 1901. 
iatifications exchanged at Teheran, 13th 
anuary, 1902.] 
Presented [py Command], and ordered 
able. 





PETITIONS. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (1901) 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.1. ]. 
Petition in favour of ; of Metropolitan 
Association for Befriending Young Ser- 
vants; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
SOLICITORS BILL [u.t. ]. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Tuesday next. 


UNDERGROUND RAILWAY BILLS. 

THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I rise to call attention to the in- 
jury to houses and property in London 


which may arise if the Bills for under- 


ground railways, now before the House, 


| should become law, and to move the 


Resolution standing in my name. 


I feel 


| that I need make no apology for bringing 


forward this matter, because there are, at 
the present time, about twenty Bills for 


| underground railways before your Lord- 
| ships for consideration, and any question 


which affects their legal status or any 
other important matter of that kind is, I 
think, one which your Lordships will be 
perfectly ready to consider. Perhaps I 


2N 
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ought to say at the outset that I am not 
actuated in any way by any dislike to, or 
suspicion of, these undertakings. I fully 
recognise them as a means of locomotion, 
now becoming more and more frequent, 
and I readily admit that in future they 
may perhaps assist in the solution of two 
or three very awkward questions, such as 
overcrowding, which are more and more 
occupying the attention of Parliament. 
Perhaps I ought to say, further, that I 
am free from any personal interest in the 
matter. None of these companies whose 
Bills are now before Parliament, so far as 
[ am aware, come anywhere near the 
house which I inhabit, and even if it 
were otherwise, the arguments and the 
merits of the case remain exactly che 
sume. 

While I recognise the importance of 
these underground railways, I cannot be 
blind, and | think your Lordships will 
not be blind, to the fact that there are 
also to be considered the individuals un- 
der whose houses and property these rail- 
ways propose to pass. That is is possible 
that damage may be done by these rail- 
ways is a matter on which, I think, we 
must all agree. Indeed, we have the 
notable instance of the Central London 
Railway, with regard to which it has been 
necessary for the Board of Trade to ap- 
point a Committee to consider vibration 
and one or two other questions of dam- 
age alleged to have been caused by this 
railway. 

Perhaps your Lordships will allow 
me to inform you what the law at 
present is with regard to corporations 
which have received statutory powers. 
Not being learned in the law, I feel very 
great diffidence in speaking on matters of 
this sort; but it is generally accepted 
that the law is as laid down by Lord 
Blackburn in the case of Geddes +. The 
Ban Reservoir. In his judgment Lord 
Blackburn said— 

“It is now thoroughly established that no 
action will lie for doing that which the Legis- 
lature has authorised, if it be done without 
negligence, even although it does occasion 
damage to anyone. But an action does lie for 
doing thatiwhich the Legislature has authorised, 
if it be done negligently.” 

Accepting that as the law, corporations 
which have received statutory powers are 
free from liability under the common 
law, so long as they are not chargeable 
with negligence. By way of illustration, 
I will point out to your Lordships how 
this has worked in the case of ordinary 
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railways. Railways above ground are 
not liable in the event of sparks from 
their engines burning crops or setting fire 
to a stackyard, or doing any other dam- 
age of that sort, unless it can be shown that 
in the construction of their engines some 
precaution or some improvement had been 
neglected. Great exception has been 
taken to the law as at present laid down, 
and, as most of your Lordships know, 
there have been Bills introduced in the 
other House of Parliament on the subject. 
A Bill was introduced last session, the 
object of which was to make railways 
liable for damage of that sort, just as 
much as a travelling traction engine or 
any private person would be. When you 
pass from ordinary railways and come to 
underground railways, it is quite clear 
that the risk of damage—of serious damage 
—to property becomes very much greater. 
These lines must necessarily run under 
houses or near to houses, and under 
streets and other crowded places. There- 
fore, it can hardly be contested that the 
risk of damage is very much greater than 
in the case of ordinary railways. 

As to the Central London Railway, 
we find that there have been many com- 
plaints of damage, and I believe it is 
admitted by the Committee in their 
Report that the serious vibration has 
caused very great inconvenience to many 
persons living along the line of route. 
The Committee, in what I believe is a 
preliminary Report, have suggested 
certain measures for obviating this 
inconvenience to a considerable extent. 
They say 

‘So far as the Central London Railway is 
concerned, we are confident that by adopting 
motor cars in the place of the original locomo- 
tives, the vibration produced can be reduced so 
as to cause no serious annoyance, though it is 
possible that the sound of the trains may still 
be detected, especially in the night.” 

If the Committee are right in their 
expectations, that damage will have been 
remedied ; but supposing, for the sake of 
argument, that their expectations are not 
realised, what happens ! The persons who 
suffer will have no remedy. They will be 
compelled to make the best of it. It may 
be said that these persons might have 
opposed the Railway Bill in Parliament. 
But Ido not think that any Committee 
would be prepared, nor would it 
be desirable, to throw out a Bill simply 
because certain persons came and alleged 
that if the Bill were passed the railway 
might be so constructed and worked as to 
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Underground 


cause them damage hereafter. Damage 
occasioned by the working of a railway— 
I draw a distinction between working and 
constru:tion—cannot be proved before it 
isdone. Therefore, to argue against the 
construction cf a railway because at some 
future period it might do damage, would 
be taking up an untenable position. The 
distinction between construction and 
operation is important, because I under- 
stand that while a railway is being 
constructed the persons whose property 
is affected by anything done in the course 
sof the construction have their remedy at 
common law. But after the railway is 
actually in operation, the person whose 
property is damaged has no remedy 
whatever. 

I would put it, your Lordships— 
Did Parliament thoroughly realise, when 
it passed these Acts, that it was not only 
giving to the companies or public bodies 
the privileges for which they were asking, 
but was creating a corporation which was 
not amenable to the ordinary common 
law for the damage it might do? Even 
supposing Parliament did foresee this 
damage, 1s it quite fair that, if damage is 
caused by a public improvement, the 
whole cost of that damage should be 
throwii, not on the public, but on the 
individuals whose houses by bad luck had 
heen constructed on the line which a par- 
ticular underground railway had taken ? 
I would ask your Lordships what special 
reason exists as a general rule for exempt- 
ing underground railways from liability 
for any damage which they may do? I 
have never read the terms of one of these 
Bills, but I understand that underground 
railway companies apply, not to take 
property—they are not obliged to pur- 
chase property—but for an easement, for 
which they pay nothing at all if it 
is at a certain depth. ‘That is a very con- 
siderable privilege as compared with rail- 
ways above ground. It may be urged 
that if we did not concede this privilege 
to underground railway companies these 
railways would not be made at all. That 
means, then, that the companies come to 
Parliament and explicitly request per- 
mission to secure an advantage at the 
cost of private individuals. That is my 
statement with regard to the law as it at 
present stands. 

I will now say a word or two with | 
regard to the Resolution which I am) 
asking the House to adopt. What I. 
am anxious that your Lordships should 
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do is to affirm the principle that if under- 
ground railway companies do damage 
they shall be liable at common law, as 
any other private persons would be, or 
as they themselves would be if they were 
taking their privileges by means of 
agreement. I indicate in my Motion, in 
general terms, the way in which your 
Lordships might affect that purpose. So 
far as an instruction to the Select 
Committees is concerned, I well know 
that your Lordships object, and very 
rightly object, to interfere with the 
liberty of Select Committees by giving 
to them a positive instruction; but if 
your Lordships arrive at the conclusion 
that it is desirable to accept the principle 
of the Resolution, it would then be open 
to consider the means by which the 
Resolution could be carried into practical 
effect. It seems to me advisable, if your 
Lordships decide that this matter ought 
to be dealt with in this House, that it 
should be done by means of a general 
rule. It would be obviously inconvenient 
if one Committee dealt with one under- 
ground railway company in one way and 
another Committee in another way. 
There is a very pertinent precedent for 
the Motion which I propose in the Gas 
Works Clauses Acts. The Act of 1871 
contains the following provision— 


Railway Bills. 


“Nothing in this Act or the Special Act 
shall exonerate the undertakers from any 
indictment, action, or other proceeding for 
nuisance in the event of any nuisance veing 
caused by them.” 

That seems to me_ perfectly fair. 
If a gas company obtains powers from 
Parliament and sets up gas_ works, 
what is more reasonable than that they 
should not thereby obtain power to 
annoy their neighbours? Parliament in 
this case inserted this clause to specially 
prevent anything of that kind happening. 
That is my case, and I place it 
before your Lordships for your considera- 
tion. Of course, railway companies say 
that all that they do is for the public 
advantage, but it is also for their own 
private advantage that they work. | 
beg to move. 


Moved, “ To resolve that it is desirable, 
whether by instruction to the Select 
Committees on these Bills or otherwise, 
to provide that the liability of railway 
companies at Common Law for damage 
to houses and property in London which 
may arise if the Bills for underground 
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railways now before the House should 
become law, shall not be impaired by the 
passing of any such Act.”—(7he Earl of 
Camperdown.) 


*Tue SECRETARY to tot BOARD 
or TRADE (the Earl of DupLEy): My 
Lords, I think the House will agree with 
the noble Earl that the subject which he 
has introduced this afternoon is one of 
considerable interest and importance. 
The system of tubular railways, both in 
this country and abroad, is in the experi- 
mental stage, and it is not in the least 
unreasonable to hope that before long 
considerable improvements may be 
effected in them. There is no doubt, as 
far as the railways in London are 
concerned, that errors have been com- 
mitted, both in regard to their construc- 
tion and their working, which would be 
avoided if they had to be constructed 
over again ; but, at the same time, I think 
that the results which have already been 
obtained on these railways are such as to 
justify us in forming considerable hopes 
as to their success in the future. Although 
there are only three railways of this 
type now in London, I understand that 
during 1901 no less than 60,000,000 
passengers were carried upon them. The 
importance of those figures is apparent 
when we recognise that, as my noble 
friend reminded the House, at the 
present time the two most pressing 
problems in London are, first, the ever- 
increasing congestion of the _ street 
traffic, and, secondly, the provision of 
cheap and healthy homes for the masses 
of the working men who seek employment 
within the Metropolitan area. I agree 
witii my noble friend that if, instead of 
having these isolated railways, we were 
to have a perfected system, providing 
cheap and easy transit from one 
end of London to the other, and to 
suburban areas, we might hope to 
have advanced no inconsiderable step 
towards the solution of the difficult 
problems that lie im front of us. But, 
my Lords, promising as these railways 
no doubt are in this respect, and great 
as are the advantages which they may 
have brought to many citizens of London, 
I think there is no use disguising the 
fact that, up to the present, at any rate, 
the development of the system has also 
brought with it considerable disadvan- | 
tages. There is no doubt that the 
vibration which has been caused, at any | 

| 
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rate by the Central London Railway, 
has proved a great inconvenience and 
annoyance to many innocent people who 
find themselves living on the line of 
route. I have no doubt that this vibra- 
tion has also considerably decreased the 
value of the property affected by it. 
As to how far it is possible for those 
people to obtain a remedy at law by 
action against the railway company, or 
how far it is possible for individuals, 
whose land is not actually taken for the 
purposes of a railway, to appear as ob- 
jectors before a Committee, I will not 
express an opinion. It is a point with 
which my noble friend the Chairman of 
Committees will no doubt deal later on, 
Nor will I attempt to sav, supposing 
these railways turn out to be a great 
boon to the inhabitants of London, how 
far the principle of the greatest good of 
the greatest number can justifiably be 
applied to this question. | think it is 
quite possible that certain cases of hard- 
ship may have to be recognised in the 
interests of the community of London 
asa whole. But however that may be, 
I agree with my noble friend that it is 
plainly most desirable that the disadvan- 
tages of this system should be minimised 
as far as possible, and that in sanctioning 


other undertakings of this kind we 
should endeavour to ensure that a 
system which brought advantages to 


some should not be made a means of con- 
siderable inconvenience and disadvantage 
to others. 

So far as the Motion of my noble 
friend has that object in view, I think 
the House will probably be inclined to 
give it a considerable measure of sym- 
pathy and support. But when we 
come to the method by which 
my noble friend proposes to carry out 
that object, we come, I think, to a totally 
different matter. What does my noble 
friend suggest? He suggests that the 
Common Law liability upon a railway 
company for damages caused by the work- 
ing of a railway should not be affected 
by the empowering Act sanctioned 
by Parliament. As far as I know, the 
method proposed by my noble friend 
would introduce a perfectly novel and 
unprecedented principle, as far, at any 
rate, as railway legislation is concerned. 
As tothe precedent of a gas company, 
quoted by the noble Earl, 1 would point 
out that the capital involved in that case 
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is entirely different from the amount in- 
volved i in the formation of a railway, and 
inthe latter case the promoters would 
have to befar more careful of the liability 
which they took upon their shoulders 
than the promoters of a gas company. 
There is a further point that I think is 
impor:ant. What is the principle upon 
which railway legislation proceeds? It 
is the principle ot defining the public 
duties which the promoters have to 
undert ike, and,at the same time, of 
specifying equally clearly the public 
liubility to which they may be subjected. 
Surely that is the whole difference 
between proceeding by Bill and proceed- 
ing by agreement. The whole object of 
promoters in coming to Parliament is to 
enable them to obtain Parliamentary 
sanction to carry out certain enterprises 
under certain definite obligations and 
liabilities. If, however, promoters are no 
longer to have their liabilities defined, and 
if a company is always to be made subject 
to an action for damage done to private 
property while carrying out enterprises 
sanctioned by the empowering Act, I 
think it is not too much to say that those 
enterprises would not be carried out at all. 
Under such conditions I believe that every 
one of the Bills now awaiting a hearing at 
your Lordships’ hands would be with- 
drawn. Ido not believe that any company 
could he floated under those circumstances. 
I do not believe that any promoters would 
find it possible to obtain the capital 
necessary for their undertaking if they 


knew that liabilities of that kind were 
to be imposed upon them. My 
noble friend’s remedy, therefore, would 


he worse than the disease. While 
undoubtedly we should aim at minimising 
thedisadvantages which have been pointed 
out by my noble friend, I think it would 
be nothing less than disastrous to strangle 
all these enterprises in their very 
inception. Unless the privilege granted 
by Parliament defines the extent of the 
liability which will lie on the companies 
there is very little real privilege about it. 

What, then, can be done! As I have 
ventured to criticise the method proposed 
by my noble friend, it may be asked what 
alternative proposal I have to make. I 
believe that a much more practical and 
a sounder plan lies open to us. As the 
House may know, the Committee presided 
over by Lord Rayleigh, which was 
appointed last year to consider this very 
question, has now reported, and_ its 
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report is of a most interesting character. 
It sets forth clearly, and in a very interest- 
ing way, many angormnents s that have been 
made with regard to vibration, and the 
conclusion arrived at is that the vibration 
is to a great extent, in fact almost entirely, 
caused by the great weight of the 
locomotives, and ‘the Committee are of 
opinion that if that weight could be more 
distributed throughout the train the 
vibration would be reduced to an 
infinitesimal quantity. I believe this has 
been proved to be the case in other 
countries. In America they have adopted 
the multiple unit system, by which the 
weight and power are distributed through- 
out the whole length of the train, a motor 
heing fixed to a suecession of carriages. 
The Committee also made certain recom- 
mendations in regard to the permanent 
way, and were distinctly of opinion that 
if their reeommendations were carried out 
the vibration which has been complained 
of would be reduced to an infinitesimal 
quantity. To quote their own words 

“ We are contident that bv alopting motor 
cars in place of the origina! locomotives the 
vibration could be: reduced so as to cause no 
serious annoyance. 


If that is so—and I see no reason 
why we should doubt the opinion 
of these able and expert  gentle- 


men—then it seems that the whole point 
of my noble friend could be very easily 
met by adopting the recommendations of 
Lord Rayleigh’s Committee. The only 
difficulty, I believe, is in regard to em- 
bodying those recommendations — in 
clauses. I understand that recommenda- 
tions of that character are not easily em- 
bodied in definite clauses which could be 
introduced into all these Bills. Even if 
it could be done, however, it does not at 
all follow that it would be wise to insist 
upon such clauses, for it may have the 
effect of _ seceded too much these 
particular recommendations. At the 
present time they may be perfectly 
applicable to the circumstances of the 
case, but as time goes on is it not possible 
that new improvements may be discovered 
which will put an end to the need of re- 
commendations of this character? It 
seems to me, therefore, that the in- 
flexibility of clauses of that kind may be 
more of a hindrance than help to these 
enterprises. 

‘To get over the difficulty, I would sug- 
gest that the whole matter should be 
left to the expert staff of the Board of 
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Trade. At present, as the House knows, 
before any railway is opened, officers of 
the Board of Trade’ have to inspect it, 
and to certify that it is safe. 
Surely an enlargement of those powers 
could very easily be effected, by which 
the plans of these railways could be 
submitted to the Board of Trade im- 
mediately after their sanction by Par- 
liament. If the recommendations of Lord 
Rayleigh’s Committee are followed, I 
cannot see any reason why the Board 
of Trade should not be perfectly able to 
adjudicate fairly, in the general interest, 
in this matter. In this way we should 
have the advantage of being able to 
modify our recommendation according 
to the circumstances of the time, and 
as improvements and _ perfections are 
adopted with regard to these railways, 
so, automatically, the instruction given 
to the promoters could be modified also. 
It seems to me that it is only 
by an administrative extension of that 
kind that you will be able, without 
friction and without great difficulty, to 
obtain the results my noble friend desires 
without strangling an enterprise which 
may very easily turn out to be of enormous 
good to the inhabitants of London, and 
which may, as I say, provide a solution 
for many of the very difficult questions 
we have now to consider. I hope that, 
having raised this question and secured a 
discussion upon it, my noble friend will 
not think it necessary to press his Motion 
to a division. 


*Viscount KNUTSFORD : My Lords, 
I shall only trouble the House with a 
very few observations after the interest- 
ing speech which we have just heard 
from the noble Earl. Though I by no 
means object to this additional reference 
to the Board of Trade, giving them full 
powers to act as they think Best in che 
interests of the public, I cannot admit 
the force of my noble friend’s argument 
that Committees should not at the present 
moment enforce the ebservance of the 
recommendations made by the Vibration 
Committee upon the proposed tube rail- 
ways. We have only to deal with the 
present, and, as principles are laid down 
by the Vibration Committee, and sugges- 
tions made by them by which vibration 
can le avoided or largely diminished, 
I cannot see why the Committee before 
whom the Bills will go should not at 
once insist upon these regulations being 
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adopted. If they are adopted, of course 
the railway company will not be liable, 
but the injury arising from vibration 
would be, it is hoped, reduced to a 
minimum ; but if they are not adopted, 
or supposing some new regulation is 
found to be desirable and the company 
do not adopt it, then they will be hable 
at Common Law for negligence in working 
the railway. The difficulty is not as to 
damages caused by construction—there 
can be no question about the law as to 
that, for whether land is or is not taken 
the owner mny claim compensation for 
damages caused by construction—but as 
to damages caused by the working of the 
railway. I believe the law to be that the 
owner of land that is taken can recover 
under the Land Clauses Act if he can 
show that he is “injuriously affected ” 
either by construction or by the working 
of the railway, but that the owner of the 
land which is nof taken cannot recover 
for damages caused by the working only 


unless he can show negligence.  I[ 
think the question may, therefore, 


be narrowed down to the point as to 
whether the whole existing law should 
be altered because persons whose land 
is not taken for the purposes of one of 
these railways cannot recover unless 
it can be shown that there is 
negligence in the working of the 
undertaking. I believe it would be a 
great mistake to alter the whole law 
upon that consideration. I would also 
point out that it would be absolutely 
unfair to alter the law as regards these 
tube railways, and not to alter it as 
regards the Metropolitan and_ other 
underground railways. The noble Lord 
asks that Private Bill Committees should 
be tied down by special instructions, but 
I venture to suggest that the proper 
course is to leave full discretion to 
these Committees to deal with each 
case upon it merits. If they find, 
for instance, that there is a large 


public building, or a larg: block of 
private buildings, which they think 


may be injuriously affected by the 
working of the line, then they can 
insist upon the insertion of a clause 
protecting those buildings against stric- 
tural injury by the construction or 
working of the line. That was done in 
the case of the St. James’s Hal!, in con- 
nection with the Brompton-Piccadilly 
line, which is about to be constructed. 
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A special clause was inserted providing 
that the company should make good all 
loss sustained through any structural 
injury to the premises by the construction 
or working of the railway. And a 
somewhat similar clause was inserted in 
the Metropolitan Inner Circle Act 1874, 
but confined to damage done during the 
first three years of the working of the 
line. The proper solution of the question, 
I think, is to leave it to the Committee, 
who will have the full evidence before 
them and be in a position to judge 
whether a clause of this kind is necessary 
or not. But to alter the law for the 
single case of persons whose land is 
not taken, and who therefore cannot 
recover damages for injury, is asking 
what I think your Lordships will not 
be prepared to grant. 


THe DUKE OF NORTHUMBERLAND: 
My Lords, I understand that all that 
my noble friend who called attention 
to this subject asks is that, in a new 
undertaking, of which no one can see 
the effect, the law should so far be 
modified as to give those who may 
suffer a remedy which they would not 
otherwise possess. The noble Viscount, 
Lord Knutsford, said that this would be 
untair as against the Metropolitan railway. 
[ would point out that nobody can say 
what the effects of the construction 
of these new railways will be, or what 
legislation in relation to them may be 
necessary. The position is totally differ- 
ent from that of railways of which the 
effect is well known. It is not sufficient 
to argue that restrictions may check 
enterprise when the effects cannot be 
foreseen. It seems to me a curious 
argument that an enactment of this kind 
would probably strangle every one of 
these schemes. What does that mean ! 
It means that the promoters anticipate 
this very danger. We have not sufficient 
experience to lay down any _ special 
method or enactment to meet the diffi- 
culties that arise, but I think there 
should be some method of dealing with 
cases of all kinds where new forces, of 
which we know little, are brought into 
play, and legislation should be framed 
to protect those who may suffer from 
them and to afford reparation for the 
damage they may sustain. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN: My Lords, 
I think the noble Earl who spoke on 
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behalf of the Government hardly did 
justice to the Motion before the House. 
He seemed to think that there was some- 
thing in the Motion which was antago- 
nistic to the Report of Lord Rayleigh’s 
Committee. As far as I understand the 
Motion of the noble Earl, it is in favour 
of carrying into practical effect the recom- 
mendations of that Committee. Lord 
Rayleigh’s Committee reported that if 
certain things were done no _ serious 
damage or annoyance would arise. I do 
not know the difference between a nuisance 
and a serious annoyance. Nothing is a 
nuisance at law which is not a_ serious 
annoyance. If annoyance and injury can 
be avoided by the adoption of the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, I do not see 
why promoters coming to Parliament for 
exceptional powers should not be put 
under obligations to carry out those 
recommendations. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, I 
think the House is indebted to my noble 
friend opposite for having started this 
discussion. The noble Earl has stated 
his case with moderation and yet with 
great force. Of my noble friend’s state- 
ment of the law I have no complaint to 
make. But what does he wish to do? 
He desires to completely alter the pre- 
sent state of the law in relation to 
railways, and to place the tube railways, 
as they are commonly called, under a 
different law from ordinary railways. 
But I venture to suggest, in the first 
place, that it is not desirable to restrain 
the discretion of Committees on Bills 
by a cut-and-dried instruction such as 
my noble friend has proposed to the 
House tonight. The noble Earl would 
place promoters in exactly the same 
position as that of persons without any 
Act of Parliament at all. It is all very 
well to say that will not stop enterprise, 
but I think you will find it will; and 
probably no railway would have been 
constructed if some mitigation of the 
Common Law had not been allowed. My 
noble friend is perfectly right when he 
says that action can now be taken in 
respect of damage done during the 
construction of a railway; but if you 
subject a railway company to liability for 
action for all future time for all annoy- 
ance, however small, that will be imposing 
a burden too heavy to be borne. | agree 
that. it is most desirable that the Commit- 
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tee should have full and perfect discretion 
in dealing with each case when it comes 
before them, and that was the view taken 
by the Joint Committee last year. As to 
injury due to subsidence, that Committee 
thought each case should be judged 
according to the circumstances before the 
Committee to whom the Bill was referred ; 
and, as to vibration, they recommended the 
insertion of a clause in every Bill to give 
effect to the recommendations of Lord 
Rayleigh’s Committee. No doubt the 
Board of Trade would have considerable 
difficulty in embodying the recommenda- 
tions of Lord Rayleigh’s Committee in an 
Act, and I am inclined to agree with my 
noble friend Lord Dudley that it is not 
desirable to lay down an absolutely fixed 
rule; but I do think it is very desirable 
to introduce into every Bill such clauses 
as the Board of Trade may suggest to 
minimise, or, it is to be hoped, render 
impossible, the evil against which my 
noble friend is anxious to guard. I have 
had communications with the Board of 
Trade on this subject, and I believe they 
are considering with very great care the 
form of a clause which would be applic- 
able. I strongly deprecate the adoption 
of my noble friend’s suggestion that the 
law in relation to railways should be 
altered. I am as anxious as he is to make 
the annoyance and possible damage to 
private property as small as possible, and 
I assure your Lordships that I shall be 
only too glad to co-operate with the 
Board of Trade in suggesting to the 
Committees to which the Bills are referred 
clauses which will meet the views of my 
noble friend. 1 think I have said enough 
to show vour Lordships that it would be 
a matter of considerable danger, if you 
wish any of these schemes to be carried 
into operation, to adopt the form of my 
noble friend’s Motion. 


THE Eart oF CAMPERDOWN : 
Before the Question is put, perhaps 
your Lordships will allow me to say just 
a few words in reply. I am afraid | have 
not derived much consolation from the 
speech of the noble Lord the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade. As I understand, 
the course he advises Parliament to take 


is to hand over this Question to the | 


Board of Trade, to be dealt with accord- 


ing to the lights of that body, with the | 
help of the recommendations of Lord , 


Rayleigh’s Committee. Though I have 
every respect for the Board of Trade, 


The Earl of Morley. 
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my confidence does not equal that 
expressed by the noble Earl who re- 
presents that august body. It seems to 
me that this question of damage to 
owners is one with which Parliament 
should deal, and should not be dele- 
gated to any other body, however 
eminent. My noble friend seemed rather 
to have mixed up two questions. The 
greater part of his speech referred to the 
Central London Railway ‘and the Vibra- 
tion Inquiry ; but the point I wish to raise 
is—when damage is done by a railway 
company or any other body to some 
private interest, is it fair or right that 
the fact of having obtained an Act of 
Parliament should rescue that company 
or body from all consequences and 
liabilities under the Common Law ? 
What the noble Lord said on behalf of 
the Board of Trade does not reach the 
point. Supposing the clause is inserted 
and proves ineffectual, and the damage is 
still done, then the individual will have 
to bear the loss sustained by the carrying 
out of a public improvement. The noble 
Earl who has just spoken said that with- 
out exemption from the ordinary law 
railways will not be made. That is a 
matter of opinion, but under their present 
rights railways have been made. It does 
not appear to me that Lord Knutsford’s 
argument against putting the new railways 
in a different position from the existing 
ones is to the point. If wrong has been 
done hitherto, that is no reason why 
wrong should continue to be done. I 
still feel that it is very hard on those 
people underneath or near whose houses 
these railways pass that their property 
should be not taken, but depreciated in 
value. Let anyone whose house is in 
such a position try to sell it, and see 
whether the value of that house is affected 
or not. The question is, Who shall pay for 
that depreciation? [ will not ask your 
Lordships to divide on this Motion. [am 
going to satisfy myself for the present 
with having brought it before the House. 
We are all agreed, I think, that this 
question of damage is a real and very 
important one. The whole subject of the 
construction of tubular railways is at 
present only in an experimental stage ; 
and at some future time serious attempts 
must be made to minimise, at all events, 
and if possible entirely to prevent, loss to 
private individuals from the construction 
of lines which are for the public benefit. 
| I beg to withdraw my Motion. 
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Motion, by 
drawn. 


House adjourned at ten minutes before 
Six o'clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 11th March, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON LAW, 
ETC. 


Ordered, that the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure, have leave to sit this day not- 
withstanding the Sitting of the House. 
(Mr. Loder.) 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ABELCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL, 
BROMLEY GAS BILL, 
LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER 
BILL, 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 

Sir SAVILE CrossLry reported from 
the Committee on Group D of Private 
Bills, That the parties promoting the Wol- 
verhaupton Corporation Water Bill had 
stated that the evidence of Mr. Richard 
E. Hughes, of Bridgnorth, Sanitary In- 
spector, was essential to their case, and 
it having been proved that his attend- 
ance could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said Richard 
E. Hughes do attend the said Committee 
to morrow, at Two of the Clock. 


of Bridgnorth, Sanitary Inspector, do 
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leave of the House. with- | 
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attend the Committee on Group D of 
Private Bills Tomorrow, at Two of the 
Clock. 


READING GAS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Grey Field ; 
Dunston Lodge; and Bank Hall Col- 
lieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


CHEAP TRAINS BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Glasgow 
(two) ; Orr and Lochty ; Scottish Trout 
Anglers’ Association ; and Paisley ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
HONORARY FREEDOM OF BOROUGHS 
EXTENSION BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour : From Westminster ; 
Blackpool ; Kirton in Lindsay ; and New- 
castle ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Rose Hill ; 
Grey Field; and Bank Hall Collieries ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 
Petitions for legislation : From Halifax ; 
and Dornoch ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HuUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Petitions in favou: From Friockheim ; 

Lerwick ; Swinhill; Fortrose; Nairn ; 

Greenock ; Hopeman; Leith; Glasgow 


| (two) ; Ecclefechan ; Glengarnock ; Dum- 
Ordered, That Mr. Richard E. Hughes, | 


barton ; Saint Andrews ; and Carnoustie ; 
to lie upon the Table. 








1003 


(Juestions. 


{COMMONS! 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | 


SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Blackpool ; | 


and Tunbridge Wells ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SASTRY, YANAMANDRA SITHARAMA- 
SWAMY. 


Petition of Yanamandra Sitharama- 
swamy Sastry, for inquiry into his 
“Choultry Scheme ;” to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Paper [presented 10th March] to be 
printed. | No. 95. 


TREATY SERIES (NO. 4, 1902). 
Copy presented, of Treaty between the 
United Kingdom and the United States 
of Brazil relative to the Boundary 
between Brazil and British Guiana. 
Signed at London, 6th November, 1901. 
Ratification exchanged at Rio de Janeiro, 
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Questions. 
(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 
South African War—Martial Law—Treat- 
ment of Dutch British Subjects. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can explain why the Rev. Mr. Weich, 


‘a British subject, and the Dutch Re- 


! 


formed minister of Bethesda, in Cape 
Colony, who was deported many months 


'ago to Port Alfred, and has never been 


charged with or tried for any offence, is 
| still detained ; and will he state whether 


it is intended either to try or to liberate 
the Rev. Mr. Radloff, a British subject, 
and the Dutch Reformed minister of 
Pearston, in Cape Colony, who was 
arrested in March of last year, and kept 
for three months in gaol at Graaff Reinet, 
and finally, there being no evidence of 


'any offence againt him, was deported to 


28th January, 1902 [by Command] ; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


TREATY SERIES (NO. 5, 1902). 

Copy presented, of Convention between 
the United Kingdom and Persia extend- 
ing the system of Telegraphic Communi- 
cation between Europe and India through 
Persia. Signed at Tehran, 16th August, 
1901. Ratifications exchanged at Tehran, 
13th January, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 


Abstract Accounts presented for the | 


year ended 31st March, 1901, together 
with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 96.] 
NAVY (DOCKYARD EXPENSE 
ACCOUNTS, 1900-1901). 
Annual Accounts presented for 1900- 


1901 of Shipbuilding and Dockyard 
Transactions, ete., with Report of the 


‘that two British subjects, 


Port Alfred, where he is still detained. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
I have no information on the points 
raised in the Question. 


Mr. PIRIE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire in South Africa, or 
are we to understand that this House has 
no control whatever over treatment under 
military law in that country / 


Mr. BRODRICK: The House has 
complete control, but in these cases the 
military authorities are the best judges as 
to what course to take. 

Mr. PIRIE: Then the House has no 


control. 


Treatment of Travellers from the Cape— 
Passengers on the “‘ Persic.” 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secretary 

of State for War whether he is aware 

who _ have 


recently come to this country from Cape 


Colony with the full permission of the 


‘base commandant at Cape Town, were, 


on coming on board the ship “ Persic,” 
taken into the captain’s cabin by a 


| military officer and stripped naked, on the 


Comptroller and Auditor General thereon | : 
_whether he will take steps to prevent 


phy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
e printed. [No. 97.] 


| any 


| 


ground that they must be searched, and 


such treatment in the future of 
British subjects against whom there is 
no charge. 





100 


} 
tio! 


Qu 


) 
Tye 
Sta 
the 
tior 
mal 
Sch 
if si 
atte 
Sch 
that 


\ 
hop 


secc 


\ 
S.): 
for 
Kit 
ire! 
Con 


Jan 


M 
add 
Mer 


Lort 
M 


to a 
whe 
prev 
a su 
tion 
mod 


M 
have 
from 
be e: 
of de 
is do 


BR 
MR 

I be 
War 
the | 
state 
conte 


Kite] 


004 


eat- 


ask 
ther 
ich, 
Re- 
‘ape 
iths 
een 
e, is 
ther 
rate 
ject, 
r of 
was 
kept 
inet, 
e of 
d to 
l. 


FOR 
rd): 
ints 


hon. 
has 
nder 


has 
the 
3 as 


3 no 


pe— 


tary 
ware 
have 
ape 
the 
vere, 
sic,” 
yy a 
1 the 
and 
vent 
e of 
re is 





1005 Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Ihave no informa- 
tion as to the incident referred to in the 
(Juestion. 


Commandant Scheeper’s Trial. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state when 
the promised Return, including informa- 
tion as to the proceedings of the court- 
martial which condemned Commandant 
Scheepers, will be issued to Members, and 
if such Return will state the cireumstances 
attending the execution of Commandant 
Scheepers and his condition of health at 
that time. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The Return will, I 
hope, shortly be ready. The reply to the 
second sentence is in the negative. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): [beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will request Lord 
Kitchener to furnish a statement of the 
circumstances attending the execution of 
Commandant Scheepers on the 18th 
January. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
add to the reply which I gave the hon. 
Member yesterday. t 
Lord Kitchener’s Despatches—Suggestions 

as to Delay in Publication, etc. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY, (Louth,N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any despatch of Lord Kitchener, 
previous to that of Saturday, contained 
4 suggestion or request that its publica- 
tion should be delayed or the contents 


modified. 
Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; but I 


have received requests at different times 
from Lord Kitchener that caution should 
be exercised as regards the publication 


{11 Marc 1902} 


of despatches in any case in which there | 


is doubt. 


Reinforcements for Lord Kitchener. 
Mr. LAMBERT(Devonshire, S.Molton): 


War whether, in view of the success of 
the Boers announced yesterday, he can 
state what measures are being taken, or 
contemplated to be taken, to send Lord 
Kitchener further large reinforeements, 


t See page 868. 
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to enable him to vigorously prosecute 
the war with fresh troops and renewed 


| energy. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Reinforcements 
are continually reaching Lord Kitchener, 
and some 6,000 Yeomanry will be em- 
barked in the course of next month. A 
large number of drafts, both cavalry 
and infantry are also ready. A full 
supply of horses is being kept up. Lord 
Kitchener will have all assistance for 
which he may ask. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Are any  specia: 
reinforcements going out on account of 
the disaster announced yesterday ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think that 
any special reinforcements are required 
beyond the very large ones already 
arranged for. 


Farm Burning—Concentration Camps. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state 
what provision was made between July 
and December, 1900, to give shelter and 
food to the numbers of women and 
children turned out by the burning or 
destruction of their homes during those 
months, and in what places and in what 
way this provision was made; whether 
any corre:pondence passed between Lord 
Kitchener and Her late Majesty's Govern- 
ment during these months as to the pro- 
vision to be made for such persons 
turned out in clearing the country ; and, 
if so. at what dates were such com- 
munications made. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
add to the reply which I gave the hon. 
Member on Friday last on this subject.+ 


Mr. CHANNING: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman not publish the ecrre- 
spondence asked for in the second part 


of the Question. 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


| 
| 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; I have 
explained repeatedly that what was done 
was a matter of military necessity, and 
that Lord Kitchener made such arrange- 
ments as were possible. 





+ See page 711. 
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Mr. CHANNING: I think informa- 
tion ought to be obtained on this point. 


Questions. 


Yeomanry and Battle Clasps. 

Sik ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Yeomanry regiments 
which, through their headquarters, fur- 
nished contingents to the. Imperial 
Yeomanry for service in South Africa, 
will be permitted to bear upon their 
crests and regimental badges the names 
of battle clasps won by their respective 
contingents, 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 


Lancashire, Westhoughton): The privi- 
lege of hearing upon the crests and regi- 
mental badges the names of battle clasps 
is only conferred upon units whose head- 
quarters were present at the action con- 
cerned. I am afraid it would not be 
feasible to extend this privilege in the 
direction suggested, 


Meat Contract—Position of Mr. Isaac 
Joel. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Manstield) : 1 beg toask the Secretary of 


State for War whether he is aware that, 
in March,1884, Mr. Isaae Joel, of the firm 
of Barnato & Co., was arrested in Kimber- 
ley on a charge of illicit diamond buying, 
but was released on bail and then fled 
from South Africa; that his bail of 
£4,000 was estreated in the Kimberley 
Special Court on 27th May, 1884; that 
the Metropolitan Police, im July and 
August, 1884, circulated a woodcut por- 
trait of this gentleman in the Police 
Gazette ; also that Chief Justice Sir H. 
De Villiers, on 5th May, 1885, in the 
case of Barnato v. Editor of the Cape 
Argus, stated that it was quite clear that 
by one Isaac Joel an offence was com- 
mitted, referring to the above charge ; 
and whether this gentleman, or his 
brother Solomon, the other partner in the 
firm of Barnato Brothers, has been ac- 
cepted by His Majesty’s Government as 
a guarantor for the new meat contract in 
South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As regards Mr. 
Isaac Joe! I have no information in these 
matters. Mr. S. Joel is a director of the 
Imperial Supply and Cold Storage Com- 
pany. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


Mr. PIRIE: Is it not the case that 
this person was not arrested because the 
warrant for his arrest was withdrawn at 
the instance of his partner, Mr. Rhodes ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I know nothing of 
that. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Is it not the fact 
that Mr. Joel is one of those whose 
names were given to the House by the 
right hon. Gentleman as a guarantor of 
the meat contract on behalf of one 
of the con.panies concerned, and why was 
not this statement given to the House at 
the time ? 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
reply that the name was given to the 
House. 


Meat Contract--The Contracting 
Company. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun. 
dee) : | beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether the company 
which is to carry out the Berg] contract 
has yet been registered ; and, if so, when 
and where; and whether the incorpora- 
tors are the persons who _ originally 
undertook that such a company should be 
formed. 


Lorp STANLEY: The company has 
been registered at Pretoria. I am not 
aware whether the persons who originally 
undertook to form the company, as shown 
in the paper presented to Parliament, were 
technically the ‘“ Incorporators,” but the 
persons whose names | mentioned to the 
House are carrying through the company. 


Mr. Logan's Maxim Gun. 

Mr. MARKHAM: L beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
having regard to the fact that in May, 
1900, a Maxim gun was presented to 
His Majesty’s Government by Mr. Logan, 
a member of the Cape Legislative 
Council, and that Mr. Logan, on 23rd 
May, 1900, sent a telegram to Colonel 
Spence Douglas stating that he would 
pay the men using such gun a bonus of 
£1 for every rebel shot, but that he 
should deduct 25 per cent. for all 
prisoners taken, he has information 
whether this offer was communicated 


_to the men working this gun, 
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Lorp STANLEY: As stated to the | 
House in 1900, Mr. Logan presented a_ 


Maxim gun to the corps (the Duke of 
Edinburgh’s Volunteer Rifles) com- 
manded by Lieutenant Colonel Spence, 
who was killed at Douglas. I have no 
information as to the telegram men- 
tioned. 


Mr. PIRIE: May I ask whether, as’ 


the proceedings mentioned in this 
Question were conducted under the 
guise of loyalism, the noble Lord will 
endeavour to unmask them. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Army Canteens in South Africa—Victoria 
est Road—Position of Mr. Logan. 
Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that the Colonel of the 3rd 
West Riding Regiment, in September, 
1901, gave orders that a dry canteen 
should be established at Victoria West 
Road, because of the rates for provisions 
charged to soldiers by the only store 
keeper in that district, one Shaw, and 
that a dry canteen was established, when 
provisions were sold to the soldiers at 
prices 200 per cent. less than charged by 
Shaw; that shortly afterwards the 
Commandant of Victoria West Road 
received a telegram from a Mr. Logan, a 
Member of the Cape Legislative Ceuncil, 
claiming damages at the rate of £500 
per month by reason of such store hav- 
ing been opened on his land; whether 
Mr. Logan has any contract with His 
Majesty’s Government for provisions for 
the troops; and if he will ascertain if 
the store at Victoria West Road was in 
point of fact the property of Mr. Logan. 


Lorp STANLEY: I| have no informa- 
tion on this matter, but it is believed 
that Mr. Logan has secured from the 
Cape Government a monopoly of the 
supply of refreshments at all railway 
stations in Cape Colony. 


Remounts—Military Court of Inquiry— 
Terms of Reference. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
inform the House what are the terms of 
reference on which the Court of Inquiry 
into the administration of the Remount 
Department are conducting their inquiry. 
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Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
had a similar Question on the Paper. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The 


reference were as follow— 


terms of 


‘©The court will take evidence on oath, and 
carefully consider the following mutters, and 


_ will record their opinion on the various ques- 


tions raised. 

‘** The court will consider the administration 
of the Remounts Department since the appoint- 
ment of Major General Truman as Inspector 
General of Remounts, January, 1899, and 
report— 

‘*1, Whether the purchase of horses at 
home and abroad has been conducted on the 
best system for the public service ; 

‘*2. Whether the officers selected for pur- 
chasing remounts at home and abroad "were 
suitable and competent ; 


“<3. Whether the arrangements for shipments 
of the remounts as they arrived at the ports of 
embarkation were satisfactory ; 


‘*4. Whether the arrangements for the care 
of the animals during the voyage were in all 
respects complete, and whether the conducting 
officers, veterinary surgeons, and attendants 
accompanying the ships were competent and 
satisfactory ; 

“©5. Whether, in cases where the condition of 
the animals on landing was found to be un- 
satisfactory, prompt and sufficient measures 
were taken to prevent the recurrence of the 
evils reported ; 

**6. Whether a regular system of reports, 
detailing whether the proper stamp of animals 
had been provided for the particular services 
required of them, was called for as a guidance 
to the relative value of the various sources of 
supply ; 

‘*7, Whether, in cases of alleged fraud or 
negligence, effective measures were recom- 
mended for dealing with those concerned ; 

“8. Whether, in view of the large demand 
on the Department, proper care was taken to 
obtain all available information as to sources of 
supply ; 

“*9. Whether, allowing for the great strain 
on the Department, due care and ability were 
shown in dealing with the demand for re- 
mounts.” 


Remounts—Offer of Horses from New 
South Wales. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the Agent General 
of New South Wales offered the Remount 
Department or the War Office from 1,000 
to 3,000 suitable horses at about sixteen 
guineas for a cavalry horse, thirty guineas 
for an artillery horse, and twelve guineas 
for a horse for mounted infantry ; and, if 
so, what reply was sent to him, and how 
many horses purchased. 
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Lorpv STANLEY : The offer was made 
as stated in the Question in August, 1900, 
and ox the 17th of that month a reply was 
sent to the effect that only a small 
number of animals were being purchased 
in Australia at that time, and those for 
the Indian Government ; but the offer 
was communicated to the Remount Officer 
in Australia, who was directed to put 
himself in communication with Mr. Willis 
in view of the further supply which 
might be required. 


Questions. 


Purchase and Rejection of Horses in 

land. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state what districts in England 
have been visited during February for the 
purchase of horses for Africa, and what 
quantities have been purchased, and why 
no horses were bought in the Spalding 
district when recently visited by the War 
Office buyers. 


Lorp STANLEY : Forty-seven places 
in England were visited by purchasing 
officers in February, and 1,906 horses 


were purchased. An _ officer visited 
Spalding, but found the horses shown 


there to he unsuitable for Army purposes 
in South Africa. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: Were they not 
better than the wretched animals sent 
from Hungary ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Demand for and Supply of Horses for 
South Africa. 

Sm ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) : I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
with reference to the supply of horses 
being always equal to the demand from 
South Africa, can he state who was 
responsible — for the monthly average 
demand of 10,000 horses being allowed to 
fall to 2,000 during October and 
November, 1900; were the orders to 
purchase remounts also reduced or stopped 
at that date; if so, can he state what 
orders*were issued to the Remount De- 
partment at that time, and the dates of 
such orders. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Will the right hon. 


Member kindly refer to my reply to a 
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similar question put by the hon. Member 
for North Aberdeen on Thursday, 27th 
February. 


Indian Boots for British Soldiers. 

*Str JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) - 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether boots made in India for 
the use of the British Army are subject 
to the same standard of examination as 
British-made boots undergo at the 
Government Clothing Stores at Pimlico; 
and if so, will he say where that 
examination takes place. 


Lorp STANLEY: The inspection is 
as rigid as that at Pimlico, and takes 
place in India. 


Increase of Army. Pay. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE(Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, on or after Ist 
April, 1902, all non-commissioned officers 
and men of every branch of the service 
will, if qualified as stipulated, receive an 
addition of 2d. to their present daily 
pay; and whether, on and after Ist 
April, 1904, all non-commissioned officers 
and men of every branch of the service 
will, if permitted to re-engage to com- 
plete eight years with the colours and 
four years with the reserve, receive a 
further addition of 6d. to. their 
then daily pay. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The reply to both 
Questions is the affirmative. The last 
paragraph is subject to the conditions as 
to deduction for shooting or bad conduct, 
which I named to the House on Tuesday 
last. My hon. friend will under- 
stand that the expression “every branch 
of the service” means every branch of 
the regular service. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Are the Militia- 
men to get the extra 2d. ? 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
reply that this hardly applied to their 
ease. The object of the new arrange- 
ment was to induce soldiers to} prolong 
their service with the colours. 


+ See preceding volume, p. 1273. 
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Questions. 
Militia Pay. 

Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tonbridge): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can state 
if the extra 6d. a day will be given dur- 
ing embodiment to Militiamen of two 
years or more service. 
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Lorp STANLEY: The extra 6d. is 
intended to encourage men to extend 
their service, in order to maintain a con- 
stant supply of drafts to the regiments 
abroad. This argument would hardly 
apply to the Militia, even when em- 
bodied. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Is it intended 
to give the extra 2d. a day to the Militia ’ 


Lorp STANLEY: I should not like 
to answer that Question without notice. 


Enlistments in the Imperial Yeomanry. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the enlistment of the 
Imperial Yeomanry was carried out by 
officers of the Medical Army Department 
or by local private practitioners neces- 
sarily unfamiliar with the details of the 
standard required for Regulars ; whether 
he is aware that in the printed instruc- 
tions issued there was a paragraph which 
stated that there was no need to reject 
men for minor defects and deformities, as 
the standard need not be so high as for 
Regulars ; and whether these instructions 
were seen and sanctioned by the Director 
General of the Army Medical Depart- 
ment before being issued. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In consequence of 
the absence of alarge proportion of the 
officers of the Royal Army Medical 
Corps in South Africa, the bulk of the 
men were examined by local practitioners. 
Instructions were issued that the condi- 
tions required of a recruit enlisting for the 
full term of service in the Army might 
be modified. Instructions were issued to 
the effect that if the recruit was free from 
organic disease or other serious defect 
likely to prevent him from working during 
the continuance of the campaign, he might 
be accepted. I have not been able to 
trace whether the late Director General 
was consulted, but the question was 
rather military than medical. 
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Hinckley Vaccination Prosecutions. 

Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the recent 
vaccination prosecutions at Hinckley, in 
Leicestershire, where, notwithstanding 
the protests of the defendants as to the 
legal sufficiency of the summonses, fines 
were imposed on the advice of the magis- 
trate’s clerk, under section 29 of The 
Vaccination Act, 1867, and, in default of 
payment by the defendants, their houses 
were entered and their goods seized, while 
in other cases the defendants paid the 
fines under duress ; whether he is aware 
that subsequently the clerk of the magis- 
trates discovered that the defence was a 
good one, that the cases did not come 
within the said Act, and that the con 
victions were illegal, and that the Chair 
man of the Bench, on a later day, an- 
nounced in Court that this was the case, 
but although he was empowered to do so 
under section 31 of the same Act, refused 
to give any of the defendants their costs, 
or the fair compensation provided for 
under this section ; whether, having re- 
gard to the hardship inflicted on these 
defendants, he can see his way to indem- 
nify or reimburse them for the expenses 
they have been put to, and for the dam- 
age they have sustained by the seizure of 
their goods, and what other steps he pro- 
poses to take in the matter. 


Questions. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RitcHIE, Croydon): I have inquired into 
this case, and have received a very full ex- 
planation, which is too long to embody in 
an answer to a Question. I can, bowever, 
assure the hon. Member that 1 am quite 
satisfied that there is no reason for any 
action on my part. 


Seven Days a Week Workers. 

Sirk JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of ‘Trade whether he has 
any official information showing _ the 
number of men in England and Wales 
employed in manufacturing trades carried 
on day and night, who work seven days a 
week ; and, if not, whether he will cause 
inquiry to be made. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOAKD or 
TRADE (Mr. GreraLtp BALrovr, Leeds, 
Central): The Board of Trade have no 
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official information which would enable 
me to give the figures asked for, and an 
inquiry such as is suggested would in- 
volve much time and labour, and would 
probably not yield satisfactory results. 
If, however, the hon. Member will 
communicate with the Board of Trade, 
they will endeavour to see how it is 
possible to institute an inquiry of more 
limited scope which may perhaps serve 
the purpose which he has in view. 


Questions. 


Patent Acts Report. 

*Mr. JOSEPH LAWRENCE (Mon- 
mouth Boroughs): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been directed to the fact 
that the Solicitor General, as a member 
of the Committee appointed on 20th 
May, 1900, by the Board of Trade to in- 
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of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899, 
which shall define the proportion of 
water in butter which shall raise the pre- 
sumption that the article is not genuine, 


and protect ignorant purchasers from an 


OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. 


| friend’s question supposes. 


inferior article. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD 
Hanbury, 
Preston): I do not think that the de- 
cision went quite so far as my right hon. 
But the de. 
cision appears to imply that, on due 


| notice being given, almost any mixture of 


butter can be sold under that name. [| 
shall fix a butter standard as soon as 
those most concerned have had an_oppor- 
tunity of seeing the evidence submitted 


'to the Butter Committee, which evidence 


quire into the working of the Patent | 


Acts, presented a Minority Report, which 
Report, owing to his illness, was not 
appended to the printed Report of the 
Committee dated 10th January, 1901 ; 
and whether there is any objection to 
such Minority Report of the Solicitor 
General being now printed and laid upon 
the Table of the House. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My right 
hon. and learned friend, the Solicitor 
General, as stated in the Report of the 
Committee, was prevented by indisposi- 
tion from signing the Report and from 
appending any note to it. Subsequent 
to the publication of the Report he com- 
municated to me the note (I cannot call 
it a Minority Report) which he had in- 
tended should be appended to the Report 
itself, and which, he informs me, he had 
previously submitted to the Committee. 
I shall be happy to lay the note upon the 
Table of the House. 


Milk-Blended Butter. 

Sm JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon- 
shire, Honiton): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture whether 
his attention has been called to a recent 
judgment in the High Court on the subject 
of blended butter, by which it was decided 
that butter containing the utmost quantity 
of water which it can be made to hold 
can be still sold as a genuine article if an 
announcement, which may never catch 
his eye, is made to the purchaser of the 
percentage of water contained in it; 
whether he will consider the propriety 
of making a regulation, under section 4 | 


| given 


I hope will be issued in a few days. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork County, 
E.): Will the opinion of tie Cork butter 
merchants be taken into consideration ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Everything given 
in the evidence will be taken into con- 
sideration. I have not seen the evidence 
myself yet. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
if he will consider the advisability of 
preventing, by legislation or otherwise, 
the practice of putting pickle into butter 
at the time of manufacture to preserve 
it, from being classed with the fraudulent 
practice of forcing new milk by machinery 
into butter already manufactured in order 
to give the appearance of freshly-made 
butter; and, having regard to the fact 
that milk becomes dangerous to health 
when so incorporated with butter, whether 
he will take steps to prevent foreign 
or Colonial butters into which milk has 
been forced from being publicly advertised 
as butter made in Great Britain as has 
been recently done by a certain firm. 


Mr. HANBURY: Until I have bad 
the opportunity of reading the evidence 
before the Butter Regulation 
Committee I could not properly express 
any definite opinion on the important 
point raised in the hon. Member's 
question. 


Mr. JOYCE: I did not refer in' my 
question to the evidence given before the 
Departmental Committee. That is a 
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different question altogether. 





Questions. 


I want to 
know as to forcing new milk into butter 
by machinery. 


Mr. HANBURY: The two things are 
so closely bound up together that I do not 
feel justified in expressing an opinion 
until I have seen the evidence collected 
on the subject. 


Sheep Worrying in Scotland. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Agcieulture when he expects to be able 
to introduce a Bill dealing with sheep- 
worrying in Scotland. 


Mr. HANBURY: I am considering 
such a Bill—but I cannot at present say 
when it can be introduced. 


Swine Fever Regulations. 

Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, $.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether the 
Board of Agriculture will direct the local 
inspector, in all cases where he is 
doubtful as to the existence of swine 
fever, to await a visit to the premises by 
n veterinary inspector of the Board, and 
his report on the case, before serving on 
the occupier a declaration making the 
premises a swine fever infected place ; and 
in view of the fact that it is the practice of 
the Board, when their veterinary inspector 
has reported to the Board that the 
suspected outbreak of swine fever is a 
false alarm, not to send either such 
inspector or the local inspector to visit 
the premises again before declaring them 
free from swine fever, whether he can state 
how the Board knows when the premises 


may with reasonable safety be declared 
free ; and will he explain what advantage 


or protection is gained by having a period 
of probation after the veterinary inspector 
has reported the non-existence of the 
disease. 


Mr. HANBURY : The first suggestion 
by my hon. friend would, I fear, if carried 
into practice, cause mischievous delay in 
isolating the premises and in taking the 
other necessary measures of precaution. | 
The veterinary inspector mentioned in | 
the question is often the local veterinary 
surgeon, and the external symptoms of the | 


disease are so uncertain that it is quite pos- | 


sible that the animals actually slaughtered | 
VOL. CIV, [FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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and examined may not be those most 
affected by the disease, or may even not be 
affected at all. The fortnight’s probation 
is necessary to guard against this danger. 


Questions. 


Swine Fever in the Eastern Counties. 

Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether his attention has 
been called to the outbreak of swine 
fever in the Eastern Counties, and 
whether he proposes to take any steps 
with reference to abolition of compensa- 
tion or otherwise in the matter. 


Mr. HANBURY: As regards the 
Eastern Counties as a whole, namely, 


Norfolk, Suffolk, and Essex, the outbreaks 
of swine fever for the first ten weeks are 
considerably less than in any of the 
| preceding three years. But in Essex 
itself there have been eighteen cases, as 
against sixteen last year. We have 
already put in force two Infected Areas 
Orders in Essex, and the question of 
extending them is under consideration. 


Mayor RASCH: Is it not easy to 
produce swine fever by feeding the 
animals on maize and keeping them short 
of water ! 


Mr. HANBURY: I have heard that 
there is a belief among farmers to that 
effect. 


Continuation Schools in the Highland 
Crofting Counties. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the Secretary for Scotland is aware that, 
under Articles 50 and 51 of the 
Continuation Class Code, the grant is so 
regulated that the managers of some of the 
continuation schools in the poorer districts 
of the Highland Crofting Counties have 
declared it to be impossible to keep the 
| schools open owing to their inability to 
|raise the requisite local contribution. 
And, in view of the amount to which the 
| rates in these districts have already risen, 

will he state whether the Secretary for 

| Sectland will reconsider the Code at an 
/early date, with a view to its being so 
| | modified as to admit of these continuation 
| schools being maintained. 





*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
|GraHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
afraid it is not possible to add anything 

20 
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to the reply which I gave to the Member 
for Orkney and Shetland on 3rd February 
last,+ a copy of which was sent for the 
information of the hon. Member in reply 
to an application by his Secretary. The 
Revised Continuation Class Code is not 
placed before Parliament until May in 
each year. 


Questions, 


Scottish Cnet Districts — Bernera, 
sland of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether any action has yet 
been taken by the Secretary for Scotland 
or the Congested Districts Board with a 


view to provide land for the landless | 


cottars and fishermen of Bernera, Island 
of Lewis. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 
nothing very material to add to the full 
answer which I gave to a similar Question 
put to me by the hon. Member on 7th 
June last.t On the Ist October last the 
Congested Districts Board wrote fully to 
the County Council of Ross and Cromarty 
in regard to the application of the Bernera 
cottars, and the County Council communi- 
cated the substance of the letter to the 
cottars themselves. Since that date, no 
further application has been made. 


Geological Survey. 

*Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education if he 
will lay upon the Table of the House the 
Report of the recent Departmental 
Committee on the Geological Survey ; and 
if he will further consider the advisability 
of publishing in future colour-printed six- 
inch geological maps. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk)—(for 
Sir J. Gorst): The Report of the Com- 
mittee is a confidential document, and it is 
not proposed to lay it on the Table. The 
question as to the form in which the 
results of the survey can be made avail- 
able to the public on the six-inch 
geological maps is under consideration. 


Established Clerk Abstractors— 
Compulsory Retirements. 


N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
+ See (4) Debates cii., 186. - 
+ See (4) Debates xciv., 1327. 
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Treasury whether the Treasury will 
inquire and report in regard to the 


Questions. 


compulsory retirement of three established 


clerk abstractors with less than forty 
years service from the War Office at the 
ages of sixty, sixty-two, and sixty 
respectively, these clerks being establishedi 


_ after considerable temporary service, and 


retired on pension less than they could 
have earned had they served till they 
completed forty years, or by remaining to. 


the age of sixty-five, as is permitted to: 


clerks in other Departments who entered 
the Civil Service on identical terms ; and, 
seeins that Clause 7 of The Superannua- 
tion Act, 1859, provides for compensation 
in cases of compulsory retirement or re- 
organisation of a Department, and that the 
right of appeal for Treasury decisions, 
under Clause 2 of this Act, was with- 
held by the War Office im the case of one 
of these clerks who claimea the right of 
appeal to the Treasury, whether he will 
state what action he will take. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN 
CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): This 
matter is in the discretion of the War 
Office. Orders in Council of 15th 
August, 1890, and 29th November, 1898, 
empower the head of any Department to 
retire any officer of that Department at 
the age of sixty, on such pension as, by 
the length of his service, he is qualified to 
receive. The power given to the Treasury 
by Section 2 of the Act of 1859 is 
limited to deciding whether an officer has 
a claim to superannuation. It does not 
touch the power of retirement given to 
heads of Departments by the two Orders 
mentioned above. 


Derry and Donegal Union Boundaries. 

THE Marquess or HAMILTON 
(Londonderry): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the solicitors 
for the guardians of the poor of the Lon- 
donderry Union applied to the Local 
Government Board, requesting to be fur- 


/nished with a copy of any memorial or 


other document received by the Board in 
regard to the inquiry on oath directed to 


Sin THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, be held into the proposal to transfer 


certain portions of the Londonderry Union 
to unions situated in the County of 
Donegal, and that the Local Government 
Board refused to furnish the same ; and 
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whether he will consider the advisability 


Questions. 


of this information being given, in view | 


of the fact that the Poor Law Guardians 
intend, in the interest of the union which 
they represent, to oppose the proposed 
transfer ; and whether, having regard to 
the amount of the sum which will be ex- 
pended by the various bodies concerned 
in this inquiry, the Local Government 
Board will reconsider the matter whether 
a prima facie case has been made to justify 
an inquiry sufficient to satisfy the Local 
Government Act, Section 68, sub-section 
(3). 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): The documents were such 
as, in the opinion of the Board, established 
a prima facte case for inquiry, and were, 
when asked for, in the possession of the 
Inspector. In all such cases the decision 
of the Board is based upon the evidence 
taken at the Inquiry, and not on any- 
thing in the Resolutions or applications 
asking forthe Inquiry. The usual course 
adopted, and which it is proposed to follow 
in this instance, is to open the Inquiry, 
hear all the evidence in favour of the 
proposal, and then adjourn for two or 
three weeks, to enable the opponents of 
the scheme to prepare their case. It 
would only involve the opponents of the 
scheme in unnecessary expense if they 
were to frame their case on what may 
turn out to be the irrelevant matters con- 
tained in the documents in question. The 
Board see no sufficient reason for recon- 
sidering their decision to hold an Inquiry. 


Irish Local Government Contracts. 

Mr. OSHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Article 
14 of the Local Government (Transitory 
Provisions) No. 2 Order, 1898, applies to 
the coming elections as well as to the first 
elections ; and, seeing that there are a 
number of contracts made by the Grand 
Juries for periods of five and seven years 
which are still unexpired, whether the 
sureties for the contractors on such con- 
tracts will be eligible for election again as 
at the first elections. 


Mr. ATKINSON : This is an abstract 
question on the construction of the Order 
which I must decline to answer. The 


matter is one to be determined in a court | 
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(of law, and any opinion given by me 


would not bind the parties interested. 


Technical Instruction in Co. Cork. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Committee of Technical 
Instruction for the County of Cork have 
prepared a scheme of technical instruction 
for the said county ; and seeing that this 
scheme was discussed with, and approved 
by, the officials of the Department of 
Technical Instruction in Dublin, whether 
he can explain the delay in giving effect 
to it. 


The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his at- 
tention has been called to the corre- 
spondence between the Cork County 
Council and the Department of Agri- 
culture, and to the proceedings at the last 
meeting of the County Council; is he 
aware that the County Council protested 
against the action of the Department in 
retarding the adoption of the scheme of 
technical instruction, which was prepared 
with care and deliberation ; and, whether 
he can state what reasons, if any, are put 
forward by the Department to account for 
the delay in putting the Technical In- 
struction Act into force in Cork County. 


Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
action of the Department of Agriculture 
in connection with the proposed scheme 
of technical instruction for the County of 
Cork has been condemned by the Cork 
County Council ; and what steps it is pro- 
posed to take in the matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON : My right hon. friend 
has received from the County Council a 
copy of the correspondence that has taken 
place between the County Council and 
the Department of Technical Instruction. 
Inquiry is being made in the matter, and 
perhaps the hon. Gentlemen will postpone 
their Questions until Thursday. 


Police and United Irish League Meeting. 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
202 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that in several parts of Ireland 
police are stationed at the doors and 
windows of rooms where branches of the | 
United Irish League meet while such | 
meetings are in progress; will he state 
the object of such action; and see that 
this conduct is not continued. 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Where a branch of 
the United Irish League has instigated 


acts of boycotting and intimidation, the | 


police have instructions to attend in close 
proximity to the place of meeting with 
the twofold object of inspiring confidence 
in the victims of the intimidation, and of 
collecting evidence in the event of 
attempts being made to renew it. The 
police will continue to pursue this course 
of action where necessary. 


Mr. POWER: [ am sorry to hear the 
right hon. Gentleman identify himself 
with that policy. 


Mr. T, M. HEALY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the first Lord of 
the Treasury, when Chief Secretary, in 
introducing his Coercion Bill, promised 
that there should be no interference with 
indoor meetings ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Irish Lunatic Asylums. 

Mr. POWER: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn to a resolution adopted by the 
Waterford County Council with reference 
to the present system of supporting 
lunatic asylums ; and whether it is the 
intention of the Government to do any- 
thing in the direction of meeting the 
views of the Members of the County 
Council in this matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The question to 
which the resolution refers was embraced, 
with many others, in the terms of 
reference to the Royal Commission on 
Local Taxation. 


been presented to Parliament. Pending 


of Ireland, the Government are debarred 
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The Report of the. 
Commission in respect of England has | 
| Education. 
the publication of the Report in respect | 


Questions. 1024 
Irish Estates in the English Chancery 
Court. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I beg 
te ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that there are several Irish estates 
in the English Court of Chancery, and if 
a Return will be granted giving the 
names of the owners, receivers, and 
mortgagees, also the area and rental of 
each estate, with the date on which it 
was placed in Court. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Irish Govern- 
ment have no information on, or control 
over, the matters referred to. 


Slade Pier. 

Mr. FFRENCH: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Slade Pier affords only an unsafe refuge 
for fishing boats; and, seeing that the 
Wexford County Council recommended 
that a protecting wall should be built 
which would cost only £200, will he 
order inquiries to be made with a view to 
giving the necessary grant. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The question is 
now being considered by the Department 
of Agriculture. 


Intermediate Education—Examiner in 

rish. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co. Mid): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a_ resolution from the 
Inchigeela Branch of the Gaelic League 
protesting against the appointment by 
the Intermediate Education Commis- 
sioners of a foreigner as examiner in 
Irish ; and, seeing that this appointment 
has been received with dissatisfaction in 
all parts of Ireland, will he state what 
steps it is proposed to take in future to 
appoint an examiner in the Irish language 
other than a foreigner. 


Mr. ATKINSON: My right hon. 
friend has already stated that the 


appointment of examiners in Irish, as in 
other subjects, is a matter which must be 
left to the Board of Intermediate 
They are experts in 
educational matters and fully capable 
of judging of the fitness of the gentle- 


from expressing an opinion on the subject. Men appointed by them to this position. 
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Any intervention on the part of the | some other means for the communication 
Government would be uncalled for and | of the information contained in these 
unwarranted. reports to the public. 


Irish Land and Labour Association— Mr. ATKINSON: My attention has 
Macroom Resolution. been drawn to the newspaper report of 
Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the| Mr. Justice Johnson’s charge. I have 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | already stated in reply to a Question of 
of Ireland whether his attention has been | the hon. Member, that the report of the 
called to a Resolution passed by a| charge of the Lord Chief Baron which I 
convention of delegates from branches of | have seen does not bear the construction 
the Irish Land and Labour Association | he has put upon it, and contains no re- 
in the Macroom district, appealing to the | probation of the system whatever. The 
Department of Agriculture to extend a|answer to the last query is in the 
portion of its time and attention to the | negative. 
condition of the labouring classes, 
requesting it to appoint a qualified and Wexford Port Dues. 
responsible officer whose sole duty would| Mr.  FFRENCH: I beg to ask the 
he to look after their interests, and | President of the Board of Trade whether 
pointing out other directions in which | he js aware that the Wexford steamers 
the Department could with advantage doing a weekly cross channel trade pay 
encourage and assist the rural labourers ; | 59 per cent. and that sailing vessels pay 
and, will he state what concessions will | 75 per cent. on their gross registered 
be made by the Department of Agri-| tonnage; and whether he will order a 
culture to the representations it has thorough inquiry with a view to granting 
received in this connection. a Provisional Order to compel tramp 
steamers that now contribute only a few 
Mr. ATKINSON: The resolution | shillings to the expenses of the port to 
has not been received by the Department | pay 50 per cent. on the gross registered 
of Agriculture. If, however, a copy be | tonnage. 
forwarded to the Department the) 





suggestions will be considered. | Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
| aware of the proportionate dues paid by 
Irish Judges’ Charges. | steamers and sailing vessels respectively 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I bee to'| at the Port of Wexford. The Board of 
s _ a - + 4. ALA > 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | Trade have before them at the prosent 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | fo om application “ig ™. bt ees 
tion has been directed to the charge of arbour Commissioners for a Provisiona 


the right hon. Mr. Justice Johnston to | stg oe te. pri yew 
the Grand Jury of the County Limerick, | O? "® 8t08s ip | ™ h ee 
at the spring assizes in Limerick, on Fpoenesesthtigng wr eneghadh adbpughgr-sdr'n ceapsd 
Friday last, in which his Lordship, re- | tonnage. Before coming to a decision in 
ferring to the statistics of crime and | the matter, the Board will give an oppor- 
observations on the state of the county | tunity to the promoters of the order o 
furnished to him by the constabulary, | Pong _ have sent in objections, o 
said that the Grand Jury knew the state | °°78 are. 

of the county better than he, and that it | sh : 
would be impertinent in him to give them Limerick Post Office—Staff Duties. 
second-hand information which, if inaccu-. Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
rate, they would treat with contempt; tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
and whether, having regard to the recent | Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
reprobation of the system by the Irish | that the chief clerk, assistant chief clerk, 
Lord Chief Baron in his charge to the | and two sorting clerks and telegraphists, 
Grand Jury at Mullingar, he will consider | attached to the Limerick Post Office, 
the advisability of putting an end to the | have been performing duties in excess of 
practice of presenting Judges of Assize | their ordinary official hours without pay- 
before their charges to Grand Juries with | ment for Sundays and week days fora 
constabulary reports and comments on | considerable time past ; whether in the 
the state of the country, and providing | case of the two sorting clerks and tele- 
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graphists, the duty is compulsory; and, | has not escaped the attention of the 
if not, can he explain why it is done; Government. I can assure the hon. 
voluntarily ; and, whether, if the extra Member that the assurance given by the 
attendance is necessary, provision will be President of the Council in another place 
made in the usual way. At the same | has not been lost sight of, and, of course. 
time I will ask the Secretary to the, we shall have to provide for the contin- 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster gency. 

General, whether the present duties in | 

the Limerick Post Office are in accord- Dr. MACNAMARA: Do I gather that 
ance with the latest revision ; and, if so, | the right hon. Gentleman gives a similar 
can he state what facilities have been assurance to the House here today ? 


given to the duly qualified members of | 
the staff to obtain employment on the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 
Irish Land Bill. 


telegraph side with a view to their con- , 
tinued efficiency. 
Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
circumstances are as stated by the hon. | Treasury whether he can now state if 
Member in his first Question. They are the promised Irish Land Bill will be 
due to exceptional causes, and it is hoped introduced before Easter. 
that in the course of a few weeks the 
need for any unusual attendance will Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): 1 also beg 
cease. The extra duty performed has to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
been voluntary. In reply to the second whether, in view of the desirability of 
Question, it is true that the duties of the ' having the proposed Irish Land Bill 
Limerick Post Office generally are not yet printed and in the hands of Members 
fully in accordance with the revision as during the recess, he will name a day for 
recently sanctioned, and there are still its introduction before Easter. 
some officers who have not been able to 
become proficient in telegraphy, but steps, Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
are being taken for placing all the ar- a positive pledge, but I hope that the 
rangements on a satisfactory footing. | promised Irish Land Bill will be intro- 
‘duced sometime before the Easter 
School Board Night Schools. | holidays. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : | 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the; Administration of Government Depart- 
Treasury whether his attention has been | ments. 
called to the fact that, under the minute of || Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Board of Education of 3rd July last, it | the First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
will be impossible for School Boards to consider the desirability of an inquiry by 
draw upon the School Board rates after’ a Select Committee of the House or 
31st July next, on account of the instruc- otherwise into the work of the adminis- 
tion in public elementary night schools of trative department with a view to a re- 
any pupils over fifteen years of age; distribution or re-arrangement of the work 
whether, seeing that on the official figures | between the Government offices, and 
for the night school session, 1899-1900, | more particularly with a view to placing 
this would have meant that 68 per cent. of | matters relating especially to industry 
the 332,042 pupils then enrolled in School and commerce under the supervision and 
Board night schools, would have been control of the Board of Trade. 
shut out from rate-aided night school 
instruction; and, whether, seeing that| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
the current figures would involve pupils | pretend that the present distribution of 


in somewhat similar proportions, it is the 
intention of the Government to take 


steps to remove this disability before the | 


31st July next. 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


the work of the Government Depart 
ment is perfect, but I cannot promise at 
the present time such an inquiry as 
, the hon. Member suggests. 


Vote on Account--Education Estimate. 





SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester,! Dk. MACNAMARA : I beg to ask the 
E.): The point referred to in the Question | First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
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1029 Civil Services 
having regard to the fact that the Vote 
on Account involves an Estimate of 
£4,500,000 for the Board of Education, 
‘any opportunity will be afforded for a 
discussion on the administration of the 
Board before the Vote is disposed of. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Irish 
Members have by arrangement the first 
place on the Report of the Voteon Account. 
I do not know how long the discussion 
they propose to initiate will last, but I 
cannot hold out much hope to the hon. 
4sentleman that time will also be found 
for a discussion on Education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: If the Irish 
discussion takes the whole of Thursday, 
then there will be no opportunity for 
discussing this Estimate of four and a half 
millions ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman talks as if the four and a half 
millions were an exceptional matter ; I do 
not think so. I certainly consider that 
the discussion on Report of the Vote on 
Account should finish on the evening it is 
taken. 


‘SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES.) 

Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; that they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures :——-Mr. Solicitor General 
for Scotland, Mr. Black, and Sir Robert 
Penrose-FitzGerald ; and had appointed 
in substitution: The Lord Advocate, 
Mr. John Dewar, and Mr. Charles 
M‘Arthur. 


Mr. HALSEY further reported from 
the Committee of Selection; that they 
had discharged the following Member 
from the Standing Committee on Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- , 
cedure (during the consideration of the 
Midwives Bill): —Mr. Secretary Ritchie ; 
and had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
Jesse Collings. 

Reports to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
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Railway and Dock (South Yorkshire 
Extension Lines) Bill, Petition for dis- 
pensing with Standing Order 129 in the 
case of the Petition of ‘the late Earl 
Fitzwilliam (by William Henry Went- 
worth, his Attorney), against the Bill, 
the said Standing Order ought to be dis- 
pensed with.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Sheffield, 
Rotherham, and Bawtry Railway Bill, 
Petition for dispensing with Standing 
Order 129 in the case of the Petition of 
‘the late Earl Fitzwilliam (by William 
Henry Wentworth Fitzwilliam, his 
Attorney),’ against the Bill, the said 
Standing Order ought to be dispensed 
with.” 


3. “That, in the case of the London 
' County Council (Tramways and Improve- 
ments) Bill, the Standing Orders ought 
to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill, 

rovided that the powers to construct 

ramways Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 6a, 6B, 8, 
9, 10, 11, and 13 be struck out of the 
Bill.” 


4. “That, in the case of the Metro- 
politan District Railway, Petition for 
additional Provision, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with:—That the 
parties be permitted to introduce their 
additional Provision if the Committee on 
the Bill think fit.” 

5. “That, in the case of the Renfrew 
Harbour Bill [Lords], the Standing 

/ Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 

Resolutions agreed to. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intitled 


“An Act for the Registration of 
Plumbers.” Plumbers’ Registration Bill 
[Lords]. 


SUPPLY--REPORT—(3rp MARCH). 
Resolution reported :— 


CIVIL SERVICKS EXCESSES 1900-1901. 
“Thatasum, not exceeding £155 2s. 5d. 


Resolutions reported from the Com-| be granted to His Majesty, to make good 


mittee :— 
1. “That, in the case of the Hull, 
Barnsley, and West Riding Junction 


| Excesses on certain Grants for Civil 
Services for the year ended on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, viz. :-— 
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CLASS I. . ; 2. £1,160,700, Naval and Marine 
od mai Yea tiits ’ assi 
Vote 11. Peterhead Harbour ... 145 2 5 ee and Compassionate 
‘LASS IIL. va - ' 
“ j pn wes 3. £350,100, Civil Pensions and 
Vote7. Prisons, England and the Gratuiti 
Colonies as es . 100 0 aT aTISIeS. 


Resolution agreed to. 
SUPPLY-—-REPORT— (l0ra MARCH). 
Resolutions reported : 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-1903. 

1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£8,332,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Supply and 
Repair of Warlike and other Stores, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903.” 


NAVY ES!/IMATES, 1902-1903. 

2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£3,556,400, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Naval Arma- 
ments, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903.” 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,100,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Works, Build- 
ings, and Repairs, at Home and Abroad, 
including the cost of Superintendence, 
Purchase of Sites, Grants in Aid, and 
other Charges connected therewith, which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903.” 

t. Sec. 1. “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,661,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of the Personnel 
for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, 
ete., including the cost of Establishments 
of Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home 
and Abroad, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
$list day of March, 1903.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


SUPPLY—COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
chair. 
NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902-1903. 


1. £782,100, Half-Pay, Reserved, and 
Retired Pay. 


4. Motion made, and Question pro~ 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£246,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Medical Services, 
including the cost of Medical Establish- 
ments at Home and Abroad, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903.” 


*(4.15.) Sim CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) asked 
what steps were being taken towards alter- 
ing the Navy Medical Service in the way 
suggested in the debates a yar previously. 
The whole tendency of naval medical 
opinion was now, he believed, more and 
more in favour of attaching hospital ships, 
hoth in war and in peace, to all squadrons, 
and even of allowing those hospital ships. 
to accompany the squadrons on_ their 
cruises. The necessity for having special 
hospital ships was becoming more and 
more recognised, and he ,would like to 
know what the Admiralty intended doing. 


THE SECRETARY to THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteEr, Bel- 
fast, W.) said the principle of attaching: 
hospital ships to the squadrons in time of 
peace was not to be extended, but pro- 
vision had been made for rapidly equipping 
hospital ships in time of war. The whole 
fittings for several ships had been pro- 
vided, and arrangements made for medical 
officers to accompany them. Large 
quantities of additional medical stores 
had also been provided, and there were 
now four ships immediately available. 
There was no intention of carrying the 
policy of having hospital ships afloat 
with the squadrons any further at present, 
there being sanatoria on land which were 
deemed sufficient for present purposes in 
time of peace. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked for 
an explanation of the fact that, while 
there was practically no increase in the 
total number of persons employed—the 
total being 138 as against 137 last year— 
the salaries had risen by £4,800. He 
suggested that the increase was altogether 
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out of proportion and that the Committee 
ought to have some explanation. 


Supply— Navy 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that | 


medical officers in the Army were about 
to receive higher emoluments, and it was 


thought necessary, in order to maintain | 
the high standard of efficiency in the | 


naval medical service, to offer correspond- 
ing inducements to doctors to enter the 
Navy. 


Mr. WHITLEY: 
rate of pay to be? This is a very large 
increase to have passed through the Com- 
mittee without a word of explanation. 


(4.20.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) asked for further explanation as 
to the policy of the Admiralty in regard 


to hospital ships. He said it was an en- | 


tirely new thing in the history of the 
Navy that each ship was not to look 
after her own wounded in action; and 
he very much doubted the feasibility of 
the scheme of having hospital ships to 
accompany the Fleets. There was ample 
accommodation on board each ship for 
her own wounded and sick, and he 
feared that if hospital ships were attached 
to squadrons they would prove a drag. 
and impair the efficiency of the Fleet. 
He saw no necessity for them. He 
presumed that the hospital ships would 
not be armed, and that we should call 
in aid the Geneva Convention and place 
them under the care of some neutral 
nation. This was a serious new de- 
parture, and he wanted the necessity for 
it to be shown. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County N.) asked 
how it was that there was no provision in 
the Estimate for police in charge of the 
hospital at Haulbowline Dockyard. He 
noticed there were such charges on the 
general funds for naval hospitals in 
England. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was sorry 
he could not at the moment give the 
precise details asked for by the hon. 
Member for Halifax. In reply to the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, he could 
only say that the policy of hospital ships 
had been deliberately adopted after a 
great deal of consideration by the 
Admiralty. The medical view and, he 
believed, the naval view also was that 
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‘the conditions of a modern ironclad 
war-vessel were so unfavourable to the- 
‘nursing of the sick and wounded that 
it was most desirable to have hospital 
ships, especially in the case of war, 
where the wounded could be properly 
attended to. He was aware that the 
hon. Member did not agree with the 
general view as to the desirability of 
introducing the protection of the Geneva 
Convention, but, undoubtedly, in the 
Navy it was held that hospital ships 
ought to be provided in order to relieve 
fighting ships of the care of their sick. 
and wounded. 


Estimates. 


Mr. WHITLEY again pressed for 
further information as to the increase 
in the pay of naval medical officers. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
could not give the actual difference in 
salaries between this year and last, but 
on page 8 of the Estimate the hon. 
Member would find information as to: 
individual salaries. 


(4.25.) Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs) asked if he rightly 
understood the Secretarytothe Admiralty 
to have said that the naval medical 
service was in a perfectly satisfactory 
condition—that the Navy obtained the 
services as doctors of men of the proper 
stamp and education. Why, then, 
should the salaries of medical officers be 
increased in the Navy merely because 
the Army was obliged to increase its. 
inducements? He desired to know 
whether the Admiralty had been con- 
sulted before the War Office increased 
the salaries of medical officers in the 
Army, which would necessarily involve 
a corresponding increase in the Navy. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER replied that 
hitherto the number of candidates for 
the medical service of the Navy had been 
sufficient ; but after the emoluments in 
the Army had been increased a diminu- 
tion in the number took place, and it 
was decided by the Admiralty, after 
consultation with the War Office, to 
offer the same emoluments in the Navy. 


_ Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| said that what he wanted to know was. 
|whether before one Department forced 
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the hands of another there was proper | 
communication between the two De- N.) 


partments. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said circum- 
stances were more pressing, no doubt, in 
the Army than in the Navy, and, in 


{COMMONS} 


view of the war, it became absolutely | 


necessary to increase the pay of Army 
medical officers. It was inevitable, of 


course, that the Navy would have to. 


follow suit, 


Mr. FLYNN : What about the police 
cat naval hospitals? Is the difference 
made because no ships are paid off 
at Haulbowline ! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said it was 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, 
said the point raised by the 
hon. Member for North Cork with 
regard to the non-provision of police 
at Irish ports was an important one, 
and had not been met by the reply 


(4.31). 


| of the Secretary to the Admiralty. The 


reason given for there being no police 
provided at Irish ports was that no 
necessity existed for them, because ships 
were not paid off at those ports. But at 
another point in the Estimates there was 


an item for ‘“ Wages, etc., of Police Force 


the case that at Haslar and Portsmouth | 


a certain number of members of the 
Metropolitan Police Force were employed, 
but they were part of the police organi- 


sation which looked after the dockyards. | 


Haulbowline was on a very much smaller 
seale than the English dockyards, and 
-as no ships were paid off there, there 
was no need for a police establishment 
in connection with the hospital. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he did not think 
the hon. Gentleman quite appreciated the 
point of his question. He would try 
-and illustrate it. On page 49, the first 
item was the salary of the Inspector 
‘General, £2,600. Last year that item 
only amounted to £2,178. This was a 
considerable increase, which was absolutely 
unexplained in the Estimates. He noticed 
that they did not in these cases—as in 
the case of the Civil Service and Army 
Estimates—get the figures showing the 
starting salary, the yearly increment, and 
the maximum, so as to be able to 
-ascertain if officers were receiving 
increases of salary at the rate which 
Parliament had agreed to. Jt was 
not satisfactory that these increases 
should not be given without consul- 
tation with Parliament, and with- 
“out any reason being shown on the 
face of the Estimates. Were the in- 
creases merely the normal increases 
-caused by the officers starting at a 
minimum salary and rising by annual 
increments, or were they due to any 


employed in Hospitals abroad,” amount- 
ing to £2,078, while in England the 
advantage amounted to £2,572. For 
the sister-isand, however, which was 
taxed for the purposes of the Navy, not 
one shilling was provided. The usual 
system of boycotting was followed. She 
was not given even the advantage which 
arose from ships being paid off in the 
country, whereas provision was made for 
police at Colonial ports in connection with 
the paying off of ships to the extent of 
over £2,000 a year, although those 
places did not contribute a single sixpence 
towards the upkeep of the Navy. The 
Secretary to the Admiralty representing, 
as he did, the shipbuilding constituency of 
Belfast, had constantly expressed his 
desire to do something to redress the 
inequalities under which Ireland suffered 
on the genera] Navy question, but the 
reason always given why nothing was 
done was that the dockyards and so on 
were not suitable. Here, however, wasa 
matter which did not require a single 
plank or appliance; it was simply a 
matter of arrangement, as the men could 
be paid off at any port whatsoever. 
Loyalty and so forth was expected from 
the Irish people, but it seemed to be 
the object of the Government that not a 
single shilling should go to that country 
in the shape of wages or anything else in 


return for the taxes they exacted. The 


Committee were entitled to some explana- 
tion with regard to this large sum for 
police at hospitals abroad. What 
hospitals were they? From where 
were the police drafted? Of what 
nationality were they? Upon what 
basis was the force organised ? Under 
what provisions of the Navy Act was it 
raised ? It was common knowledge that 


particular advances to the individuals the Colonies benefited from the Army 


«concerned ? 
Sir H, Camphell-Bannerman. 


to the extent of 5s. a day—in which 
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connection he suggested they should be | 
called ‘‘Crown ” Colonies, but he did not | 
know before that they benefited to this , 
Jarge extent from the Navy. Finally, he 

thought the admission of the Secretary 

t. the Admiralty that because of the | 
war the Government had been compelled | 


Supply—Navy 


to raise the wages in the Navy, which 
was not at all engaged in the conflict, | 
was one of the most serious outcomes of 
the struggle of which they were yet 
aware. 


(4.37). Mr. WHITLEY said he had 
not yet received a satisfactory reply to 
his Question, and as a protest he moved 
to reduce the Vote “ A” by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo,E.) drew attention 
tothe fact that the chaplains at Haslar 
and Plymouth received salaries of £312 
and £325 respectively, and, in addition, 
drew civil allowances of £100 a year each. 
He did not quarrel with the salaries paid, 
but he desired to know what the civil 
allowance was for, and why these chaplains | 
should have nearly £500 a year each, 
while the Catholic chaplains at Ports- 
mouth and Chatham received only about 
£200. When the question was raised on 
a former occasion, the hon. Gentleman 
made a sympathetic but not entirely 
satisfactory reply. He did not go into 
particulars, but he stated that any repre- 
sentations to the Admiralty as to the. 
insufficiency of the salary would receive | 
the consideration of the Admiralty. He | 
(the hon. Member) therefore would give | 
the Secretary to the Admiralty notice | 
that in response to that invitation he | 
proposed to send in a representation, de- | 
manding, as a matter of right, that | 
Catholic chaplains at the home stations, | 
who were very hard-worked men, should | 
be put on a footing of equality, as/ 
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the Opposition as to whether there had 
been sufficient consultation between the 
Army Department and the Navy Depart- 
ment before the increase referred to was 


agreed upon. 


(4.43.) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER 


| could not admit that the matter of these 


salaries had been sprung upon the Com- 
mittee. There was only one way in 
which such matters could be brought 
under the notice of Members, viz., that 
of putting down the increases under the 
respective Votes to be discussed. That 
had been done in this particular case, and 
the hon. Member had very properly called 
attention to others. He had endeavoured 


_ to explain the origin of the inereases, and 


he thought he made it perfectly clear. 
But the hon. Member now asked for 
further details, and particularly whether 


‘they were for progressive increases of 


salaries. There was an item of £393 on 
that ground ; there was an increase to the 
Deputy Inspector General and surgeons 
at Hong Kong, which accounted for the 
small sum of £154; there was a forage 
allowance to the medical officer at Cape 
Town, who had to visit the hospital on 
land at some distance from the ship ; but 
the bulk of the addition was owing to the 


increase of the medical officers which had 


been considered necessary in view of the 


| eircumstances to which he had already 
referred. As to the point raised by the 


hon. Member for East Mayo, the repre- 


'sentations the hon. Member proposed to 


make would be carefully considered. It 


| was not, however, reasonable to suggest 


that the emoluments of the chaplains 
should be on the same footing, as over 
80 per cent. of the men were ministered 
to by the chaplains on the establishment. 


Mr. DILLON pointed out that there 
were thirty Established chaplains, but 
only three or four Catholic chaplains. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said there 


regarded salary, with the Anglican chap- |were a great many Roman Catholic 


lains on the establishment. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked 
whether the explanation which had 
been given asito Item A covered other 
increases as well, as the £4,000 under 
Vote A was the smallest part of the 
increase. A full reply had not been 
iven to the point raised by the Leader of 


| chaplains besides those in the establish- 
_ ment. The matter had been sympatheti- 
cally considered, and he believed the 
salaries they received were ample for the 
services rendered. The hon. Member 
had undertaken to show that that wa 
| not the case, so he would await the receip 
of the communication he had promised 
make. 
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Mr.EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
called attention to the fact that there was 
an increase of more than £3,000 on the 
salaries in this Vote. This vote related 
to those establishments and had nothing 
to do with the Navy, therefore this in- 
crease was in respect of surgeons. The 
hon. Member had explained that this 
increase, except to a small degree, was 
not automatic, and it meant a general 
raising of the salaries paid to surgeons. 
That increase also applied, he understood, 
to surgeons on board ship. This was a 


general raising of medical officers’ salaries, | 


which extended not only to shore es- 
tablishments but to the whole of the 
naval medical officers. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WHITLEY said he proposed to 
press this matter to a division, not 
because he objected to these medicab 
men having higher rates of pay, but 
because he felt strongly that it was 
wrong that this Committee ought to. 
be asked to vote public money without 
any Notice, not knowing how the in- 
| crease was caused, and without showing 
|on the face of the Vote, as was done in 
| the case of most other Departments, what 
the rate of pay was. 





| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: But that 


‘is done. 


He did not know | 


whether the Secretary to the Admiralty | 


could tell them the total figures in regard | 


to these increases in Votes attributable to 
this raising of the general level of medi- 
cal salaries of all sorts. 


Mr. FLYNN complained that some 
of the Roman Catholic chaplains were 
only paid £200 for all services. 


Mr. DILLON said he had _ under- 
stated his case, because he found 
that there were 111 Established Church 
chaplains against some four or five 
Roman Catholic chaplains. 


(4.50.) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
The hon. Member for Dundee has asked 
me for exact figures and I can give them. 
The proposed addition is from 11s. 6d. to 
14s. per day, and after four years service 
13s. 6d. to 17s. I have not got the whole 
list, but I shall be pleased to show it to 
the hon. Member. The rise of staff 
surgeons on promotion will be from 21s. 
to 24s., and after four years from 24s. 
to 27s. 


Mr. WHITLEY : About 20 per cent. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : It is not so 
much as that. Some of the ranks are 
already paid on a scale which is smaller 
or equal to the Army rate. I shall be 
pleased to show all these figures to the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
for the total financial effect of the 
increase. 


Mr. 
£3,000. 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


ARNOLD-FORSTER: About 


Mr. WHITLEY said there was nothing 
to show what increase had taken place 
on this Vote as compared with last year. 
He thought the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty ought to undertake to give this 
information in all future alterations of 
this kind. There ought to be a plain 
statement upon the face of the Vote, 
|showing that these increases had beem 
decided upon, and then the Committee 
could take theminto consideration when 
the Vote was under discussion. 


(4.55.) Mr. DILLON said he agreed 
with his hon. friend that there was not 
sufficient information on the face of the 
Estimates. It always seemed to him to 
be most cruel to have an immense body of 
men at sea at the mercy of an entirely 
incompetent medical man. From his 
own knowledge, he knew that a great 
many of the medical men who went into 
the Navy were the most imperfectiy 
trained in the profession. Personally, he 
would like to see the medical men in the 
Navy better paid than in the Army, 
because the unfortunate surgeon on 
board a man-of-war had also to be a 
physician, able to treat all cases of sick- 
ness without opportunities of consulting 
other medical men. Therefore his duties 
were much more responsible than those 
in the same profession in the Army 


Mr. WHITLEY: I beg leave to with- 


| draw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 
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Mr. WHITLEY called attention to 
a very extraordinary increase in the 
items for gas and electric lighting in 
Class F. In some establishments they 
had introduced the electric light, and a 
large amount of money had been spent 
upon it. There was an increase of £1,340 
in this respect, and yet there had only 
been a saving of £130 on the gas bill. 
He trusted that that was not the form 
of economy which was going on in all 
the Departments. The total expenditure 
for lighting, gas and electricity, had very 
seriously increased. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
quite agreed with what had been said 
in regard to theincrease on this Vote. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked if this item in- 
cluded in regard to electric lighting the 
cost of installation. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I under- 
stand that that is the case. It in. 
cludes the cost of electric lighting at 
the Haslar Hospital. 


Mr. LOUGH said the whole increase of 
this Vote amounted to about 60 per 
cent. The large increase in item H had 
not been explained at all. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: IL have 
already explained that, in accordance with 
the general policy of the Government, 
provision is being made for additional 
hospital ships in time of war. ‘The first 
increase is in respect of the up-keep of 
the men, which is an entirely new addi- 
tion on this Vote. The other expenditure 
under sub-head H is in regard to clothing 
and medical stores devoted to the hospital 
ships. 


Question put and agreed to. 


(5.0.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed “That a sum, not exceeding 
£17,700, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of Martial Law, 
including the cost of Naval Prisons at 
home and abroad, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


(5.3.) Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) 
moved -to reduce the Vote by £100 
in order to call the attention of the 
Committee to the disability under 
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which the marine officers suffered 
by not being entitled to sit on courts- 
martial afloat, and consequently not 
being able to try marines on board 
ship. He pointed out that marine officers 
when ashore were not only qualified to 
try members of their own corps, but to 
try members of the Army. When em- 
barked, the positions on courts-martial 
were monopolised by naval officers of the 
executive branch. That seemed to be a 
great injustice, and was strongly resented 
by the marine officers themselves. 


Estimates. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
think we can legitimately discuss this 
question on the Vote now before the 
Committee. It is a disability the marine 
officers afloat are under by statute. | 
do not at this moment see how a dis- 
ability of marine officers afloat comes 
under this Vote. 


Mr. KEARLEY : [am surprised that 
my hon. friend takes that view. I tried 
to raise the question last year on the 
Army Annual Bili, and I was ruled out 
by order of the Chairman of Committee. 
There is provision in the Vote for courts- 
martial. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 


not on shore. 


Mr. KEARLEY: My grievance is that 
these men afloat are not permitted to sit 
on courts-martial. If I cannot eall atten- 
tion to the question on this occasion, 
what other occasion can I take? Iam 
glad to see that the Chairman does not 
rule me out of order. I do not think he 
would be justified in doing it. 


That is 


* Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I cannot 
find that there is anything in the Vote 
for courts martial afloat, Therefore I 
am obliged to rule the hon. Member out 
of order. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Item 
A is not limited to  courts-martial 
ashore. It includes the expenses of nayal 
witnesses. It may be as a matter of fact 
limited to proceedings on shore. 


Mr. KEARLEY : I wish to point out 
that I have raised the question on this 
Vote before, and it, has not been ruled 
out of order, I think Item A clearly 
demonstrates that I am in order on this 
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occasion. I understand that the hon. | 
Sentleman has now withdrawn his 
objection. 


*TueE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I under- 
stand that by Act of Parliament marine 
officers cannot 
afloat. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The objection 
is that there is a statutory prohibition 
by which marine officers are prevented 
from sitting on courts-martial afloat. If, 
that is so, the hon. Member ought to 
give us the reference to the statute. 


THE CIVIL LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. PRretTyMAN, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) : Marines cannot take part 
in courts-martial afloat. 


Mr. KEARLEY asked the reason for 
this disqualification. Was it because 
their educational equipment was not 
adequate ? If that were urged, he would 
point out that the marines alone of all 
naval officers were instructed and exam- 
ined in martial law, and therefore it 
could not be on that score. The reason 
was pretty well known. It was because 
there was jealousy against this particular 
corps. The officers felt it was a slur 
that they should be deprived of this 
privilege. Perhaps the most clenching 
thing he could adduce in support of his 
claim was the definite pledge on the 
subject which was given by the First 
Lord of the Admiralty in 1891. Sir 
John Pope Hennessy, who brought for- 
ward the question, said— 

“T had an Amendment on the Paper with 
the object of effecting such a change in the law 
as will enable marine officers to sit on courts- 
martial to try marines for offences committed 
when afloat. Thereisa great deal of interest 
felt in this question in many quarters, and | 
trust the Government will be able te give me 
an assurance that the matter I refer to will 
not be lost sight of.” 

The First Lord of the Admiralty (Lord | 
George Hamilton) replied— 

‘A good many naval officers object to the 
proposed change, but I personally cannot see | 
why the change should not be made, and I 
will undertake to consider the matter and 
propose an Amendment to the Naval Discipline | 
Act this session or next with the object of | 
carrying it out.” 
Mr. Shaw Lefevre, who was then a, 
Member of the House, said— 

“*T trust the hon. Member for Kilkenny will 
remain satisfied with the assurance he has | 
received from the noble Lord.” 


Mr. Kearley. 


{COMMONS} 


, poses a change of legislation. 
_ always been considered to be out of order in 


sit on courts-martial | 
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*THoe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I must 
rule the hon. Member out of order if he pro- 
That has 


Committee of Supply. I understood that. 
was what the hon. Member was doing. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I do not want to 


argue the matter further. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
asum, not exceeding £17,600, be granted 
for the said Service."—(Mr. Kearley.) 


(5.10.) Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) 
pointed out that there were increases 
under the heads “Courts- Martial,” “Naval 
prisons at home,” “ Naval prisons abroad,” 


_and “Conveyance of prisoners,” amount- 


ing in all to £1,500. He thought some 
explanation ought to be vouchsafed to the 
Committee for the large and striking 
increases. He found that the estimated 
cost for the coming year for Lewes prison 
was £4,688. The number of prisoners 
last year was 120, so that the rate per 
prisoner was £40 a year. He did not 
think the Committee could object to that 
as too high a sum. When he looked at 
the estimate for Bodmin prison, he found 
that the charge per prisoner worked out 
at £104 a year. There was many a man 
outside of prison walls to whom £104 
would be a little fortune. He could not 
understand why a prisoner at Bodmin 
should cost so large an amount of money, 
unless it was that they entertained him 
with champagne and pati de fois gras. 
There was a still more remarkable case; 
that of Portsmouth. The total cost of 
maintaining that prison was £9,048, and 
during the year the number of prisoners 
was 26, which worked out that each 
prisoner cost £350 a year. He thought 


| that extraordinary figure demanded some 


explanation. , 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Member is entirely wrong. £7,075 of 


‘that £9,000 was simply carried forward 


from other accounts. 
(5.16.) Question put. 


The Committee divided; Ayes, 133; 


Noes, 221. (Division List No. 70.) 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Waiton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath. North 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, Samuel 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Kearley and = Mr. 
Whitley. 


Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Honry 

Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliott, Hon. A.Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick, SW 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. AGH. (Cityof Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
- Green, Walford D (Wednesbury 
Greene, Sir E. W. (BurySt. Ed. 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof (L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy. Laurence(K’nt, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, James (Staffords,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginhottom, S.W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope.J.F.(Shetlield, Brights'de 
wae ig CO ‘rt Paterson 
Howard, J. (Mid. Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon..James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolinstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes. , Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Lamliten, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky. Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 


Supply— Navy 


Original question again proposed. 


| Lowther, C. 


{COMMONS} 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. 


A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


| Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 


Long, RtHon Walter(Bristol,S) 
(Camb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkham 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowesto ft 
Macartney, RtHn. W G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M’ Killop,« James (Stirlingshire) 
a James A. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, RtHnsSirHE. (Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W J H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, RobertJasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. red, (Monm thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Johns. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


and. at 


Portsmouth 
accommodation for 60, 26. 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. a 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rothse —_ Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, C oy Molyneux 
Russell, T. 

Sackville, Cal. 's. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J E.B.(Isleof Wight) 
Seton. Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tynes'de 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart SirMark J. M’ Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


, Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir Charles Batty 
Valentia, pease 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Sir C veoh E.(Notts. 
W hitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
W orsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


with 


There 


prison, 





(5.30.) Mr. WHITLEY said that there 
was another matter which he should 
like to have explained before the Vote 
was passed. It related to naval prisons. 
There was an increase of nearly £1,000, 
in addition to a large increase last year. 
The figures for the last three years were 
as follows :—1900-1, £13,300; 1901-2, 
£16,200: and 1902-3, £17,700. The 
increase was not accounted for by in- 
creased accommodation, as it appeared 
that at Lewes prison, with accommoda- 
tion for 142 prisoners, the average daily 
number was 120; at Bodmin prison, 
with accommodation for 100, 68 ; 


, adapting Portsmouth 


appeared to have been a Treasury pro- 
test with respect to some of the expendi- 
ture. In 1900 there were only two naval 
prisons, and at that time, no doubt, there 
was need for further accommodation, and 
in 1900-1 £2,000 was included in the 
Estimates for enlarging the prison at 
Bodmin in order to accommodate 
thirty more prisoners. He should have 
thought that that was all that 
yas required; but there was in that 
year a further sum of £1,500 for 
‘ks to the 

On July 


Barra: 
purposes of a naval prison. 
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21st, 1900, a few months after the Esti- { had to be transferred to ordinary gaols. 


mates were presented to Parliament, the 


The increase under Sub-head B amounted 


Admiralty asked the Treasury to sanction | to only £558, which was made up of 


an annual charge of £1,760 for the main- 
tenance of Portsmouth prison. 


| 


small sums, such as provision for a warder 
Accord- and assistant warder in Lewes gaol, 


ing to the Report of the Comptroller and | progressive increase of wages, subsistence 
Auditor General, it appeared that the | for additional prisoners, and so on. As 


Treasury replied that they felt it difficult 
to sanction the creation of an establish- 
ment costing £1,760 a year for a purpose 
for which Parliament had made no pro- 
vision. He thought that was a case where 
the accommodation provided had over-run 
the real needs, and where a little practical 
economy might be introduced. The per- 
sonnel of the Navy was the best of any 
service in the country. He should have 
thought that the amount of crime in the 
Navy requiring imprisonment was very 


small indeed, and it was a great disap- | 


pointment to him to find such a constant 
increase in the Estimates under that head. 


to there being any difference between the 
Treasury and the Admiralty with regard 
to the matter, that was not the case. All 
those proposals had been sanctioned by 
the Treasury. 


(5.40.) Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) 
asked if the hon. Gentleman could explain 
why the chaplain at Lewes prison was paid 
£500 a year, whereas no chaplains were 
provided in the other two prisons. The 
chaplain at Lewes gaol looked after some 
144 souls, which was a very small parish 
| for such a large salary. Why should he 
have such a large salary when no 





They were gradually abolishing civil) chaplains were provided at either Ports- 


prisons, and were turning the space they 
occupied to more useful purposes. 


to give a satisfactory explanation of the 
increase. 


(5.35.) Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER 
said he shared the hon. Gentleman’s ad- 


| mouth or Bodmin prisons ? 


He | 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would be able 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
'the circumstances in Lewes and Ports- 
‘mouth were quite different. Lewes 
| prison was a long service gaol, and men 
| were confined in it for years, some times 
for life; but at Portsmouth prison the 


miration for the personnel of the Navy, | inmates were only resident a few days or 
but this increase was caused, to a very | weeks, and were then restored to the 
considerable extent, by the very wise | ministrations of the chaplains of-the Fleet. 


policy of providing separate prison ac- 
commodation for naval prisoners. He 


| Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 


could remember the time when naval | asked whether in the long sentence prisons 


prisoners were sent to ordinary gaols, 
which was exceedingly bad for the 
service. He thought it very  satis- 
factory that accommodation was now 
provided solely for naval prisoners, 
and the fact that such accommodation had 
been provided did not indicate any 
increase in the ratio of crime in the Navy. 
There was, no doubt, a certain increase in 
the number of prisoners, but that arose 
from the fact that the personnel of the 
Navy had very largely increased. He did 
not quite understand the objection of the 
hon. Member where the average number 
of inmates was less than the total capacity 
of the prisons. For instance, the presence 
of a large fleet at Portsmouth might 
result in a large number of prisoners 
being confined in Portsmouth prison, 
which was a short service prison, and it 
would be most unfortunate, in an 
emergency of that kind, if the prison 
were over-crowded, if and naval prisoners 


VOL. CIV, [FourTH SERIES.] 





the Government made any arrangements 
for Catholic prisoners having the minis- 
trations of a Catholic chaplain. No 
information was given as to the religious 
denominations of the prisoners, and he 
assumed that they included Catholic 
prisoners. He hoped the hon. Gentle- 
man would give information on that point, 
which was very important as far as 
Catholics were concerned. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said it was 
very startling that the chaplain at Lewes 
prison should get five times as much as 
the doctor and nearly twice as much as 
the Governor. What earthly reason 
could there be for giving the Governor, 
who was responsible for the conduct of 
everybody in the gaol, including the 
chaplain, £327 a year, and the chaplain 
£500% That required some explanation, 
and he hoped that the hon. Gentleman 
would at any rate give the Committee an 


2P 
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assurance that he would look into the 
question of the chaplain’s salary with a 
view to reducing it. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL asked if the hon. 
Gentleman would reply to his question. 
If not, he would have to move a 
reduction of the Vote. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said there 
were one or two Roman Catholic 
prisoners in Lewes, and he imagined 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
the doctor was a local medical practi- 
tioner, and his work at the prison was 


Estimates. 


‘only a small portion of his practice. 
|The whole work of the chaplain was 
| within the walls of the gaol. 


| 


| Mr. RUNCIMAN asked why it was 


/not possible to get a clergyman from 
outside to take in the prison as part of 
his parish. Many clergymen would be 
| glad to undertake the work at a nominal 





that the same arrangements were made ¢)),, 

for them as were made for every other | 4 
prisoner in the kingdom to receive the | 
ministrations of their religion. There 
could not be a clergyman of every de- 
nomination at each prison. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked if 
the Governor did not receive an ad- 


ditional sum as retired pay. the matter. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 


believed that that was so. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked why the 
chaplain received five times as much as 


the doctor. 
Noes, 57. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | Butcher, John George 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Caldwell, James 

Allan, William (Gateshead) | Cameron, Robert 

Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud | Campbell, Rt Hn J A (Glasgow 
Allhusen, AugustusH’nry Eden | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn | Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Cavendish, V C W (Derbyshire 
Arrol, Sir William | Cawley, Frederick 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Austin, Sir John Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm.) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Baird, John George Alexander Channing, Francis Allston 
Balearres, Lord | Chapman, Edward 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Charrington, Spencer 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds | Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Banes, Major George Edward | Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Beach, Rt Hn SirMichaelHicks | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Bignold, Arthur Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Bigwood, James Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Bousfield, William Robert | Craig, Robert Hunter 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) | Cranborne, Viscount 

Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) | Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Brassey, Albert | Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Brigg, John | Crossley, Sir Savile 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Dalziel, James Henry 
Bullard, Sir Harry Davenport, William Bromley 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 





The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 71.) 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL asked if the £500 


a year was paid to only one chaplain. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked if the hon. 
Gentleman would promise to look into 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir; 
it is a case to be looked into. 


(5.46.) Question put. 


bo 

ao 

bo 
~ 


| Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 

Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 

Duke, Henry Edward 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

| amg Hn.Sir William Hart 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 

Fenwick, Charles 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 

FitzGerald ,SirRobert Penrose- 

| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

| Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs,Hn A G H (City of Lond. 

Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
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Gordon, Hn J E(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Grant, Corrie 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS Edn nds) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton. Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq,of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas, Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James(Staffords,N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd. , Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Rt Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 


Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m | 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowtner, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Macartney, Rt Hn W G Ellison | 
| Russell, T. W. | 


Macdona, John Cumming 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) , Crean, Eugene 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Cullinan, J. 
| D 


Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J.E B(Isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,SirMark J. WTaggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
| Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Loyd 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Randles John 8. Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Rea, Russell | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Reid, James (Greenock) Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie (Dumfries | Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Renwick, George Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) Worsley-Taylor, Henry;Wilson 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
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Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 

M’ killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn W.F. 
Maxwell,RtHnSir H E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W J H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner,Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt Hn. A.Gr’h’m(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Penn, John 

Perks, Robert William 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Purvis, Robert 


| 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Wylie, Alexander 


| 
| 


| Hammond, John 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) | 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux | 


Runciman, Walter 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


, Healy, Timothy Michael 

| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’ Kean, John 

M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


elany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 





Hayden, John Patrick 
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Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. | Power, Patrick 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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O’ Dowd, John 


O'Mara, James 


Roche, John 


6. £101,700, Educational Services. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said he desired 


to ask the hon. Gentleman if he could | 


tell the Committee what progress was 
being made with the expansion of the 
school of naval strategy. When the 


matter was raised two years ago, the | 
Admiralty did not appear to view the 


matter with much favour. He, how- 
ever, understood that the hon. Gentleman 
took credit to himself now for having 
made a start in this work, which he 
believed was a good one, and he would 
like to know what was being done. | 


(5.58.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he | 
believed that the whole matter of naval 
education was in the hands of a council, 
the composition of which was altogether | 
faulty. It was composed chiefly of 
scientific gentlemen who were too much | 
accustomed to fixed science. His view 
was that naval education should be 
placed in the hands of naval officers, and 
that these scientists should only be, 
called in when required. Another thing 
was that there had undoubtedly been a | 
great deal too much scientific cramming | 
in the system of education, and too little 
practical instruction in matters required 
by naval officers in their profession. 
There was no matter more important 
to naval officers than that they should 
have, at any rate, an elementary know- 
ledge of the law of nations. With any 
complication that arose, the naval officer 
had to deal himself; there was no 
manual to help him in the difficult task 
he had to perform; he could get no 
advice or counsel from anybody; he had 
to rely on himself. But would it be 
believed that practically no in- 
struction was given in the law of 
nations? There had been, indeed, 
a manual, but a most faulty one, 
and it was in consequence of the faults 
in that book that some untoward incidents 
had occurred in South Africa, and had 
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O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 


Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
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Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Young, Samuel 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Joseph 

Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


resulted in our having to pay £28,000 
compensation to the Germans, when we 
ought to have had £100,000 from them. 
He believed the Secretary to the 
Admiralty took a special interest in these 
educational matters, and he hoped the 
hon Member would be able to tell the 
Committee that he was about to tackle 
some of these subjects, as they should 
have been tackled long ago. For ten 
years he had pressed the necessity of a 
special manual on the law of nations for 


the use of our Navy. Sucha manual was 


written for the French Navy years ago, 
and a most admirable book it was, but no 
work of that sort had been written for 
the English Navy. Of all the Navies in 
the world, the English Navy was the one 
which most required a comprehensive 
manual on the subject, giving the matters 
which the sailor required, and leaving out 
those he did not require. Another im- 
portant point that should be attended to 
was the teaching of modern languages. 
It was practically impossible for any 
naval officer to learn any language other 
than his own, except perhaps Latin. 
High marks were given for Latin, but 
French and other languages were almost 
neglected. As soon as a naval officer left 
the “Britannia,” his instruction in modern 
languages came to an end. It was true 
provision was made for enabling naval 
officers to live abroad for a time—three 
months, he believed—in order to become 
interpreters, but, as a matter of fact, no 
naval lieutenant was ever able to avail 
himself of that provision, because the 
Admiralty would not grant him the 
necessary leave. The result was that the 
ignorance of English naval officers of 
ordinary foreign ianguages, such as 
French, Italian, and Spanish, was not 
only notorious, but shameful. He would 
not gointo the question of the age for 
entering the “Britannia,” but perhaps 
the Secretary to the Admiralty could say 
whether it was in contemplation to revert 
to the lower age for cadets. At any rate, 





- ow? A ln 6 a at eee se et oe A oe Ae’ es A .. A 


—_ 


2raroa 24 





Blis 


th) 





1057 Supply—Navy {11 Marcu 1902} Estimates. 1058 


he earnestly hoped it was the intention; As to the school of strategy at 
of the Admiralty to improve the system | Greenwich, about which the right hon. 
of instruction at Greenwich in the direc-| Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
tion he had indicated. | Dean inquired, there had, undoubtedly, 
| been progress. Provision had been 
made for lectures by persons not con- 


(6.7.) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said | nected with the personnel of the college, 


the subject which had now been brought | rather —— teed lon ny 


forward was really one of the most im- | h od toh | 
portant of all the matters on the subsi- | of = hich oe we } oh 
diary Votes. He could not agree, however, ne i wane Was net toms be pian 
j ; ‘ If, however, he were to say that he was 
that the arrangement of the curriculum ‘afied that all had | d es 
of naval education could, with great ad- | eres Tor See Se See Seen OF. 
vantage, be left entirely phat. yr ht likely to be done, under present arrange- 
They ought undoubtedly, to have a very | ment® gr ge ire din ee celle 
ia ag o t} on ian be y | training of the British naval officer, he 
“arge say in the matter, but his OWN | would be going very far in excess of his 
impression was that education, whether | pelief. 
for naval or any other purposes, was,to a ‘The hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
large extent, a question for skilled con-| peferred once more to the question of 
sideration. There were certain universal | languages. It was true that the easiest 
rules, known to specialists, with regard to time for the study of languages was 
the imparting of information, the method | youth, and he looked forward to the , 
of imparting it, and the time necessary for day when greater encouragement would 
acquiring it, which applied not only to be given to “ Britannia” cadets to study 
naval education, but other branches of modern languages than was now given. 
instruction. He believed the broadest-| Something had been attempted with 
minded educational specialist and a regard to the continuance of the study 
naval officer were the proper mixture for of French after leaving the “ Britannia,” 
such a duty. But there was a great deal and an_ instructor was now being 
of weight in the criticisms directed | appointed for the Channel Fleet, who 
against the scheme of naval education, would be able to continue the teaching 
The difficulties in the way of formulating | of French—not adequately, but to some 
— scheme or anything approaching | extent. 
thereto, were, he would not say insuper 
able, but very great indeed. The red Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: One only! 
Member for King’s Lynn had touched 
on one of them, viz., the universal Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes. But 
demand made on the time of naval’ he still maintained that no adequate 
officers for practical subjects, and which, teaching of languages would be arrived 
consequently, was deducted from the | at until they were able to allow, persuade, 
time available for general study. He or compel officers to live abroad for some 
agreed—he put it no higher than a_ period of their term of service, in order 
personal opinion—that it was most | to acquire colloquially the language of 
desirable to aim at the introduction the country, and, what was as important, 
into the Navy of more general education, some knowledge of the feeling and 
Undoubtedly the present class of officer attitude of mind of the people of 
was an exceedingly good product, but the country. The first Lord of the 
he could not shut his eyes to the fact Admiralty had invited discussion of 
that in the profession of the Navy, as in | these matters, and some response had 
every other, the standard of accomplish- already been made to that invitation. 
ments was rising, and unless a naval | The objection might be raised that this 
officer was put in a position, in which | was a matter which the Admiralty must 
he would advance pari passu with educated | deal with on its own responsibility, but, 
men of other professions, he would suffer | at the same time, the subject was so 
in that connection. He quite agreed it | complicated and concerned with so many 
would be a great advantage if some | things not purely naval, that he thought 
of those non-technical subjects, which, | it was right to invite the co-operation 
however, were very closely connected and seek the views of those who were not 
with naval matters, could be taught. | specially connected with the naval service. 
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He entirely agreed with the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn as to the 


necessity of something more being taught | 


of the law of nations than was the case 
at present. 
by a small book which had been recently 
compiled for the United States Navy, and 
put into the hands of all their naval officers 
as a guide to them in the many difficult 
situations in which a naval officer might 
find himself. He believed that a most 
valuable book might be written on British 
diplomacy as conducted by British naval 
officers, and that it would form a very 
creditable chapter in the history of our 
diplomacy. The country owed them a 
great deal for what they had already 
done, and it owed them a little more in 
the direction of making their task easier 
for them than it had hitherto been. He 
would certainly like to see some volume, 
perhaps a little more advanced and fuller 
than that prepared for the United States 
Navy, produced for our own. If there 
could be introduced at Greenwich, to a 
larger extent, lectures on international 
obligations, he was sure they would do 
good service. There was no Navy the 
officers of which found themselves more 
often face to face with complicated 
diplomatic situations than our own, and 
those officers should be given all the 
assistance possible. He agreed that the 
suggestion made by his hon. friend was 
one which ought not to be allowed to pass 
by. He hoped, however, that the Com- 
mittee would be patient with the 
Admiralty as long as they had reason to 
believe that the Government were 
sincerely interested in this question. He 
welcomed any stimulus in this matter in 
the interests of the Navy, and naval 
officers who were as conscious as any one 
could be of the necessity of having the 
same opportunities of education which 
were open to the officers of other nations, 
and which were open to those of their 
own rank and position in civil life in this 
country. They were as conscious of this 
as any hon. Member of this House could 
be. He did not know that he needed to 
say anything more upon this point. It 
was quite true, as the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn had said, that these matters 
were engaging the attention of the 
Admiralty, and he hoped that either him- 


self or his successor might be able to do | 


more in this direction in the future than 
had been done hitherto. 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 


He had been greatly struck | 
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(6.22.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I 
trust that the House will recognise the 
tone and the substance of what the hon, 
Gentleman has said. We know already, 
from the services which he has rendered 
as a private Member by way of criticism, 
that no one is more alive to this question 
than the Secretary to the Admiralty. It 
is always very easy to talk generally, but 
very difficult to combine in the true pro- 
portion, ina service like the Navy, general 
education with technical instruction. 
But there are one or two points which 
have been brought out in the course of 
this discussion which, as the hon. Mem- 
ber has truly said, were, in a sense, invited 
by the First Lord of the Admiralty, and 
I think we ought to put it upon record, 
My first point is as regards the teaching 
of foreign languages. I cannot help say- 
ing, after having looked as carefully as I 
could into this matter, that I think the 
provision made both in the “ Britannia” 
and the Naval College in this important 
respect is totally inadequate. In the“ Brit- 
annia” there are about 300 Naval cadets, 
and I notice in the Estimates, here under 
the heading of “Instructors in Foreign 
Languages,” that there are only two 
French masters provided for the whole of 
these 300 boys, while German seems to 
be ignored altogether. That, surely, is a 
most insufficient provision in what ought 
to be regarded as one of the essential 
rudiments of their education. If you 
turn again to the Royal Naval College at 
Greenwich, although the provision there 
is on a somewhat more liberal scale, yet 
there are only five instructors in all 
foreign languages, including French, Ger- 
man, Spanish, and Italian, out of a staff 
which exceeds fifty in number. It there- 
fore appears to me that a practical begin- 
ning might be made in the direction which 
the hon. Gentleman has indicated in both 
these institutions, and the existing staff 
might be reinforced, and provision made 
for the teaching of some other language 
besides French. I was glad to hear what 
the hon. Gentleman told us as to the 
intentions of the Department in providing 
opportunities for naval officers to carry 
on abroad their studies in these languages, 
in order to make themselves more perfect 
than they have at present the opportunity 
of doing. The other point to which the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn called 
attention, is of equal, if not greater, impor- 
‘tance. I mean the question of providing 
| some kind of instruction, some ready and 
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available text-book, on international law. 
I believe it to be true that the great 
majority of our naval officers, through no 


fault of their own, have not more than | 


the most elementary acquaintance with 
the principles and practice of international 
law. It surely might be possible to do 
what, as has been mentioned, has been 
done in the case of the American Navy. 
We have only to go into the Temple any 
day to find a number of men, unemployed, 
with plenty of time, plenty of ability, who 
would, for a modest consideration, give 
their services to the State. 1 am perfectly 
sure that we could find men in abundance, 
and fitted in every way by ability, know- 


ledge, and a power of exposition, to pro- | 


vide such a manual as we all agree to be 
necessary. I express the hope that the 
Admiralty will make a solid advance in 
these matters before this time next year. 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said he should like to say a 
word or two upon this question of 
foreign languages. 


had to be acquainted with three languages. 


That was not the case in the British | 


Navy, and it struck him that while British 
naval officers were so fuliy employed as 
they were at present they could hardly 
expect them to learn foreign languages. 
One important step towards accomplish- 
ing this object would be that the standard 
for a knowledge of languages possessed by 
cadets should be raised on their entering 
the “ Britannia,” because they ought to be 
well grounded in foreign languages before 
they joined, and then it would be easier 
to carry on their instruction. There 


were two classes of persons who could | 


largely add to efficiency in this work, and 
they were the parents of the boys and 
the instructors in the schools. He was 
very much surprised at the small attention 


that was given to foreign languages in | 
the private schools, and if parents would | 


require more definite instruction in 


languages, he thought more instructors | 


would be provided. He thought this was 


so important that he insisted upon his | 
sons having extra lessons in French and | 


German, and two of his sons had risen 
rapidly in their profession, largely 
owing to the good knowledge which they 
obtained at school of the former language. 
If a higher standard with regard to foreign 


{11 Marcu 1902} 


He found that, as a | 
rule, every officer in the Swedish Navy | 
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languages was insisted upon when enter- 
ing the Navy, it would be more easily 
kept up afterwards. 


(6.26.) Captain NORTON (Newing- 
ton, W.) said he was disposed to think 
‘that a great deal had been done in 
|reference to the teaching of modern 
languages to the cadets on board the 
| Britannia,” and in encouraging them 
'to learn foreign languages before their 
‘entrance on board that ship. He had 
| had sufficient experience of the acquisi- 
tion of modern languages to know that 
| it was a most difficult thing, after acquir- 
ing a language, to keep up that language. 
What a boy learned prior to entering the 
‘¢ Britannia,” and what he learned on that 
ship, were only the ground-work of what 
he required to know as a naval officer. 
They could only put a certain amount 
into a boy’s head, and it was almost 
useless to expect the high standard which 
was necessary in mathematics and other 
subjects from those boys, while demand- 
ing at the same time a high standard in 
modern languages. He suggested that 
the Admiralty should do what was done 
in the armies of nearly all Continental 
countries, namely, that officers should be 
given an incentive in the Navy to acquire 
that further knowledge of languages 
which was necessary under the only 
possible way which was pointed out by 
the Secretary to the Admiralty. It was 
necessary that they should know, not 
only the language, but also something 
about the country and the nation which 
employed that language. The only in- 
centive given as prizes to naval officers 
for modern languages amounted only to 
about £125. The proper course to take 
was to give an extra inducement to those 
officers who had a special aptitude for 
languages to go to those countries where 
those particular languages were spoken, 
and, provided that they afterwards 
attained a certain proticiency, they 
‘should be awarded a certain premium. 
'The system adopted by the Indian 





| Army for the acquisition of the Russian 
language should be followed in the Navy. 
This would operate in two directions. 
|The naval officer who went to Russia 
would, at the same time that he was 
| acquiring that language, also be 
| 


able to acquire much information with 
‘reference to the naval capacity of that 
| particular nation, and its powers in 
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be preparing himself for the position of | 


attaché at that particular Court. The 
expense of this arrangement would be 
very small, and the nation would benefit 
very greatly if they happened to be 
brought into conflict with any particular 
nation ; they would then have at their 
disposal a certain number of 
officers who would be a_ valuable 
acquisition in time of war. He had been 
told that the majority of competent 
officers were already fully employed in 
their profession, but he would point out 
that there were always a certain number 
of officers upon half-pay, and instead of 
wasting their time they should be given 
some inducement to acquire these lan- 
guages if they had any wish to do so. 
He hoped the Secretary to the Admiralty 
would give serious consideration to this 
question, with 2 view to improving the 
standard of education among naval 
Officers in this respect. 


(6.30.) Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark- 
shire, Partick) said this Estimate was 
really one of the most important of all 
they were voting tonight. It was very 
easy for Gentlemen to get up and say 
that this, that, and the other piece of 
knowledge was required, and that the 
boys should be taught these subjects. 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
said this was an elaborate and com- 
plicated profession, and that, therefore, 
the full control of the education should 
be put into the hands of the naval 
officers. It had also been suggested that 
modern languages were essential. What 
they wanted in taking boys into the 
“Britannia ” was that we should take good 
— boys in the general stream. He 
would not argue the question whether 
modern languages got a sufficient 
position or whether Latin got too 
much. For himself, he believed in Latin, 
and he did not think it received too 
much attention. They should not 
make the boys cram and specialise too 
early. Heurged that the general control 
of naval education should be in the 
hands of men who had devoted more 
study to the principles of education than 
naval officers generally had. He thought 
that we had attempted to put too much 


Captain Norton. 


{COMMONS} 


naval | 
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simplify our practice in that respect. 
He agreed that it was important to give 
young lieutenants opportunities of study- 
ing languages abroad. The only effective 
way in which modern languages could 
be learned was by residing in the 
country where they were spoken. 


Estimates. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he believed no exami- 
nations were held for cadets except 
in England, and he suggested that 
the Colonies should be enabled to 
take their share in the naval 
service more than at the present time. 
With that object, examinations should 
be held in Canada, Australia, New 
Zealand, and the Cape. As things stood, 
boys in the Colonies were practically ex- 
cluded from entering the Navy—except, 
at any rate, the sons of very rich men 
indeed, who could afford to send them to 
be educated in England. When he 
raised this question before, an official 
answer was given that the difficulties 
were practically insuperable. They were 
not insuperable. It was merely a matter 
of expense. It was said there were no 
applications from the Colonies that ex- 
aminations should be held out there. 
He did not think that was a sufficient 
answer. Obviously only a small part of 
the community in the Colonies would 
wish to send their sons into the Navy, 
and there was not likely to be any large 
public demand for examinations, but it 
seemed to him that if there were only 
one or two men who would send their 
sons into the Navy what he proposed 
would be worth doing, because it would 
be the beginning of a big Imperial move- 
ment of the practical kind which was 
wanted. He thought we ought not to 
abandon the idea of holding Colonial 
examinations without very strong reasons 
for doing so. 


*(6.38.) Str JOHN COLOMB (Great 
Yarmouth) said that a naval officer 
up to the age of twenty or twenty- 
one was totally absorbed in learning 
his duties on board ship. Before getting 
in, he had to pass a certain standard 
as a cadet; but having passed that, 
there was neither time nor opportunity 


E for attempting to teach him more than 
miscellaneous knowledge into the heads | 
of young officers, and that we must | 


was now taught. He agreed that the 
nature of the instruction might be very 
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much improved, but at the age of twenty- 
one the opportunity had really gone for 
acquiring foreign languages at the recep- 
tive period of his existence. We were 
piling up on the executive officers all sorts 


of knowledge in addition to practical | 


seamanship, and he did not see how the 
process could be carried further. Under 
the present conditions of naval organisa- 
tion it was practically impossible for 
lieutenants to learn modern languages 
abroad. We had to approach this whole 
question of education from a very much 
wider point of view. In this House and 
in the country it was supposed that the 
Navy simply consisted of admirals, cap- 
tains, commanders, and __ lieutenants. 
Not so, they formed the smaller portion 
of the whole naval service. There was 
that great and growing branch, the 
engineers ; there was what was called 
the Civil branch, which included a very 
large number of officers, and there was 
also the Marine branch. If interpreters 
were wanted, we ought to look for them 


to the officers of the Civil branch, 
and to the officers of the Marine 
forces. When he looked at the Estimate 


now before the Committee, he found that 
we were spending more money on mathe- 
matical professors than any other pro- 
fessors, and it was the universal opinion 
in the service that the education of young 
naval officers was far too much in the 
direction of mathematics. There had 
been for a long time a most able gentle- 
man at the head of the education staff, 
but it was quite evident that he was 
deadly opposed to the teaching of 
naval history, and therefore our young 
officers were brought up without any 
knowledge of the history of their 
own service. So far as the educa- 
tion course went, he was at one with 
some hon. Members who had spoken 
in saying that the present system wanted 
amending. We had built a naval college, 
but, ignoring the consequences of modern 
conditions, we kept it exclusively for the 
instruction of one branch of the naval 
service. We must open our minds a 


little more to the changes which had | 
had been asked to give lectures on the 
‘subject, and that these lectures had 


taken place in the composition and 
structure of the personnel of the Fleet. In 
his view, the only sound way of proceed- 
ing was to enter all youths intended to be 
officers of His Majesty’s Fleet at the 


Naval College at Dartmouth, that they | 
‘Naval Intelligence Department had no 


should all have the same instruction, 
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theoretical and practical, up to the age of 
eighteen or twenty, and that then those 
who, under observation, had shown the 
best aptitude, should be put into the 
branches of the service for which they 
were most adapted, where they could 
complete their education. To keep 
the service in grooves a_ hundred 
years old was extravagant, _ per- 
nicious, and dangerous to the future 
efficiency of the Fleet. He saw that 
there was no increase in the Vote for 
lectures ; it stood at £400. That meant 
the utmost limit of the Admiralty idea 
of the necessity for the higher education 
of the senior naval officers. Although 
we were the greatest—and must continue 
to be, if we were to live at all—maritime 
nation in the world, we were absolutely 
behind all the other nations in the means 
and the machinery by which we gave 
our senior naval officers opportunities for 
learning their business. He regretted 
extremely that there was no advance on 
that £400. It was the only higher educa- 
tion that the senior officers got, although 
it was an innovation of only the last few 
years. He understood that there was a 
great thirst amongst naval officers for 
such higher education, but how could the 
Admiralty get the best brains in the 
country to impart it when they only 
offered £5, or at most £10, for each 


lecture? There was another point. As 
his hon. friend well knew, these 
branches of higher education were 


numerous; but there was one of which 
naval officers were entirely ignorant, and 
that was the question of the natural 
influence of the distribution of commerce 
on naval policy. There were no means, 
either in the Intelligence Department, or 
at Dartmouth or Greenwich Colleges, for 
enabling senior officers of His Majesty's 
Fleet to obtain, in the slightest degree, 
any knowledge of the movements of 
commerce on the naval stations at which 


‘they might be expected some day to hold 


command. He knew that a very able 


gentleman belonging to the Mercantile 


Marine, and also the Secretary at Lloyds, 


been a revelation to the senior naval 
officers who had attended them as to 
what they would have to do in the event 


of war. But he likewise knew that the 
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means of compiling accurate information | 
from day to day of the movements of | 
commerce. That was a branch of study | 
which naval officers should have an. 
opportunity of pursuing, but they hardly | 
got it. ‘Lhe hon. Member for the Elland 
Division was, he thought, under a little | 
misapprehension as to Colonial nomina- 
tions to the Navy. Certain nomina- 
tions were placed by the Admiralty 
at the disposal of the Colonial 
Office every year, which the Colonial 
Office placed at the disposal of the 
Colonial Governments. The young gen- 
tlemen so nominated were allowed to enter | 
a lower standard of examination, and had, 
therefore, greater facilities for entering 
the Navy, as regarded tests, than the 
youth of this country. [An Hon. 
Member: How many ?] Very few, only 
four; but he understood that there was 
no great demand even for these. He sym- 
pathised with the hon. Member in his 
opinion that the problem before the 
Empire was the discharge of naval 
obligations by all parts of the Empire, 
and to have acommon Navy for a 
common Empire. He hoped the hon. 
Gentleman the Financial Secretary to 
the Admiralty would give some clear 
indication as to whether the Admiralty 
were really in earnest in the matter of 
naval education—first of all, in regard to | 
the Service as a whole, and secondly, in 
regard to the higher education of the 
senior officers in the Navy. The root of 
all this lay in another branch of the 
Service. The cost of the higher educa- 
tion of a Marine Artillery officer was 
higher, and the standard of scientific 
knowledge required was greater, than 
that of an executive officer up to twenty- 
one years. And yet when the country 
spent all this money on him and turned 
him out a practical Artillery officer, fit to 
serve as such on land or sea, he was sent 
on board ship to do nothing at all. The 
Admiralty should a'so see the necessity 
for using these officers by giving them 
education in hydraulics, electricity, and 
foreign languages. 


(6.53.) Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, 
N.) said he agreed with the hon. 
and gallant Member for West | 
Newington in regard to the question of | 
teaching foreign languages. At present | 
when a naval officer became an in-| 

Sir John Colom’ 
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terpreter, unless he was appointed toa 
flag-ship, he got no extra pay at all, 
That was no encouragement to officers 
to study foreign languages. At the 
same time, he thought that the Admiralty 
had made great strides in the matter of 
education. He was not oneof those who 
thought that too much mathematics was 
taught, for that study was the most 
important part of the science of gunnery 
As to Greek, he did not 
think that, unless a man was going to 
become a parson, it was of any use 
learning that language at all. 


CapTAIN NORTON said he would 


make a _ definite suggestion in 
order to carry out the aims of 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman as 


regarded the accquisition of foreign 
languages’in the Navy. He was aware 
of the difficulty owing to the dearth of 
lieutenants and sub-lieutenants in the 
Navy, but that could be met in this way— 
after a young officer had passed through 
Greenwich, provided he showed an 
aptitude for a given language, he should 
be given six months leave of absence to 
go to the country where that language 
was spoken, and then he should be 
given a reward after having passed his 


| examination. 


(6.59.) Mr, ARNOLD-FORSTER said 
he could assure the Committee that the 
Admiralty had given serious considera- 
tion to this question of the higher 
education of naval officers. The hon. 
and gallant Gentleman who had last 
spoken had suggested that lieutenants 
should be allowed to proceed to foreign 
countries to learn foreign languages, but 
under present circumstances that was 
not possible. He recognised that facilities 
of that kind might be given, as was 
done in the case of foreign Navies, 
and half-pay officers might be inclined to 
take advantage of such a scheme. He 
recognised the value of the suggestion of 
the hon. Member for West Newington, but 
there was a very great need for the ser- 
vices of these officers on board ship, and, 
however ideal the scheme of the hon. 


| Member was, we must face the serious 


practical difficulty presented by this need 
for officers. The hon. Member for the 
Elland Division expressedathought which 
must have been present in the mind of 
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every Member who had studied the 
question of the relations of the Navy to 
the Colonies, and it was rather interesting 


Supply— Navy 


to reflect that the flag officer who was | 


about to command on the North America 
Station was himself a Canadian cadet who 
had passed successfully through the junior 
ranks of the Navy. The suggestion of 
the hon. Member that there should be a 
preliminary examination in the Colonies 
to enable Colonial cadets to satisfy them- 
selves that they would be able to take upa 
naval career on coming to this country 
was entitled to favourable consideration. 


Vote agreed to. 


7. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “Thata sum, not exceeding 
£65,600, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the expenses of scientific services, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1903.” 


(7.5.) Mr. O’MARA said that 
very little objection could be taken te 
this Vote as a whole. There were, 
however, several items to which he 
desired to call attention. There was 
under Vote B for the Royal Observatory, 
Greenwich, an item “Expenses of Board 
of Visitors, £85.” He did not object to 
an annual lunch for the Board of Visitors, 
but he could not imagine how their 
expenses came to £85, unless they broke 
the windows after the lunch. Unless he 
had some assurance that this expenditure 
would not happen again, he must move a 
reduction of the Vote by £85. 
were a few other items in the Vote which 
required some explanation. He was glad 
that they did not have a total solar 
eclipse every year, because the last time, 
in May, 1901, it cost the country £500. 
Then there was another sum of £200 for 
the “determination of the longitude of 
Paris,’ and another £100 for the 
“determination of the solar parallax 
from photographs of Eros.” He did not 
see the utility of expenditure of this kind. 
He noticed that the “Calculations for 
Ten Year Star Catalogue” only cost £50, 
and he submitted that a very important 
and useful catalogue like that ought not 
to be cut down simply because the tax- 
payer was overtaxed owing to the war 
in South Africa. He hoped they would 
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have a satisfactory explanation of these 
items. He moved a reduction of the Vote 
by £85 under sub-head B. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £65,515, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
0’ Mara.) 


(7.10.) Mr. KEARLEY called atten- 
tion to the robbery of old relics from the 
Greenwich Museum. He wished to know 
if any of those relics had been recovered, 
and also whether the museum building 
had now been placed in a position of 
security so that a robbery of that kind 
could not occur again. 


* Mr. PRETYMAN: I regret to 
say that none of these relics have been 
recovered, and no trace of them has been 
heard of since the robbery occurred. 
Most careful precautions have been taken 
since the theft to render the museum 
secure, and the inner part has been turned 
into a strong room. It has also been 
placed more directly under the charge of 
the Metropolitan Police instead of 
pensioners, who, though quite as zealous 
as the former, were not so skilled in the 
prevention of crime. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMB said he 
wished to allude to the item of £300 for 
the Royal United Service Institute. This 
money was allocated for the benefit of the 
education of the naval services. The 
money was very properly given, but what 
was happening was that there was a 
general decline in the number of naval 
papers and discussions at the Institution as 
compared with the number of military 
papers. As the Admiralty were giving 
£300 to assist this Institution, he asked 
his hon. friend to go into this matter, and 
he would find that his statement that 
naval papers and discussions were being 
blotted out by degrees was correct. One 
reason, of course, for this was that there 
were more military than naval officers at 
home. But another reason was that there 
was an impression among young officers 
in the Navy that they were liable to get 
a black mark against their names if they 
read papers or took part in discussions on 
matters naval at the institution. He 
would ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
give him an undertaking that he would 


to 
make inquiries into the matter, and, if he 











1071 Supply— Army 


minds of naval officers of the idea that 
there was any prejudice 
this account, or that the Admiralty in any 


{COMMONS} 


found that this impression did exist, that | to contemporary naval science. 
he would take some steps to disabuse the | 
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He had 
no right to defend the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Clitheroe, but he 
could conceive circumstances in which it 


would not only be right for, but the duty 


way deprecated or disliked discussions or | 


papers being read on naval matters at the 
United Service Institution by 


Officers. 

(7.18.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 
said it was a_ ridiculous contra- 
diction for the Admiralty, on the 
one hand, to give £300 a year to 


the United Service Institution for the 
purpose of encouraging the discussion of 
military and naval matters, and, on the 
other hand, to prohibit in set terms naval 
officers from reading papers. He called 
attention to this matter in 1893, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
‘Clitheroe, who then represented the 
Admiralty in this House, was not 
ashamed to get up in his place and 
defend what he considered the most out- 
rageous prohibition of a very useful paper. 
It was absurd for the Admiralty to go 
on prohibiting the reading of useful 
papers by naval officers, and at the same 
time to go on subscribing £300 a year to 
the Umited Service Institution. The 
military papers read at the Institution 
were most interesting, but it was a fact 
that there was almost an absolute dearth 
of naval papers. That was not because 
naval officers were indisposed to write 
or were incapable of writing on naval 
subjects, but because they believed that 
the Admiralty looked with displeasure on 
the discussion by naval officers of naval 
matters. If that was an unfounded 
belief, he thought much good would be 
done if the Admiralty would let it be 
known that it was so. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
this was a matter of which he had no 
personal hnowledge, but he should like 
to point out, so far as the discussion of 
naval matters at the United Service 
Institution was concerned, that the very 
last paper read there was on a naval 
subject, and that the naval essays which 
were published in the Journal of the 
Institution were mostly written by young 
officers. He would say that, so far from 
such a course getting a black mark put 
against the name of an officer, he re- 
garded it as a most useful contribution 


Sir John Colomb. 


naval | 


erection of torpedo factories, ete. 


of, the Admiralty to desire officers who 
had recently been occupying positions on 
active service not to deal with matters 
which in one aspect were military, but 
which in another aspect were political, 
and he should not like, on the part of 
the Admiralty, to make any general 
statement which would interfere with 
the exercise of the clear right that that 
must always be. Before the Vote was 
passed, he should like to call attention 
to a small item in the Vote forthe Cape 
Observatory, and to say what a great 
work was being done by Sir David Gill 
there, who was measuring the meridian 
from the south of Africa to the northern- 
most point of Europe. Though small 
means were allowed him, Sir David Gill 
was really doing an international work. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
8. £286,900, Royal Naval Reserves. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £2,190,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the charge for the staff for Engineer 
services, and expenditure for Royal 
Engineer works, buildings, and _ repairs, 
at home and abroad (including purchases), 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3ist day 
of March, 1903.” 


(7.22.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 


said that several Members of the 
Committee would like some _ informa- 
tion with regard to the item in 
respect of the works at Aldershot 


and Salisbury Plain. ‘The cost of the 
works at both these places was divided 
between the Works Vote and this Vote. 
The item in this Vote under which that 
matter arose was a special grant for 
barracks, and so on. He believed it was 
generally conceded that there must be a 
great deal of such work at both places. 
Another item he wished to refer to was 
on page 70, where there was a large sum 
taken for the acquisition of land for b 
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original work was to cost £40,000, the , country. The question of training our 
ut he fp amount already voted for that purpose, soldiers in rifle-shooting was one of 
ich including revotes, was £70,000, and the | vital _ importance, which had_ been 
a probable expenditure tothe 3ist of March expatiated upon by all leaders of men in 
win was put at £30,000. Why should so the country, including the present Com- 
> WhO F much be required to be spent for factories | mander-in-Chief and, he believed, the 





aa for the manufacture of army torpedoes? Prime Minister. Men could not learn to 
: bas He would very much like to know what shoot without ranges being provided, and 


tical, I? torpedo factory for the Army was. | it was now very often found that ranges 
The hon. Member also commented upon previously available were being closed in 


a the item for the reconstruction of the | consequence of the increase of population 
with drainage of the London Wellington in the immediate neighbourhood. Short 
; thes Barracks, which, he said, struck him as ranges were an excellent substitute for 
= being very curious. For years it was long ranges where the latter could 
oii known that these barracks were in a/ not be obtained, and though the practice 
Ca shameful condition of drainage, and for a was not so interesting, men were able to 
pe long time complaints had been made with learn to shoot exceedingly well at them. 
i Gill regard to them. Last year the Govern- | Such ranges could be provided in populous 
ridian ment put down £3,000 as the estimated districts, and those were the very districts 


thern. § cO8t of repairing the drains, but only it was desirable to get at. Men took an 
pre asked for £1,000. That was a most enormous interest in learning rifle-shoot- 
1 Gi y cumous proceeding, because if anything jing if only they had the least chance of 
och had to be done all at one time, he should perfecting themselves in it. When, how- 
‘ have thought it was repairing drains. ever, an endeavour was made to provide 
But the present state of things was even 4 short safety range in the neighbour- 
more peculiar, because the estimate of hood of a populous town, those interested 
that expenditure had now risen to £7,500, | egyld get no advice or assistance whatso- 
and only £2,000 was to be spent this | eyer, He suggested that there should 
year, making in all £3,000 out of £7,500. he some expert at hand to go dow d 
This was draining by driblets, but in his sqyise on the construction a su nt = 
opinion the work should be all done at once. | . 4,4 say whether the range - ‘table 
af This item also seemed to include certain | ,4 yo hs tassel oink aed on 7 
_ buildings which were not down in the (Qo. the Un Pt Racvetir . St, ye 
ee: Vote. At least, he assumed that that was War in another place mead yes sahew: 


efray ; . 
oe the case, as they were not mentioned else- x : 
jineet | where. With regard to ranges, he of £75,000 had been allocated to local 


Royal I aoticed several items on page 72 of the | T@28®> and it would be interesting to 
pairs; | Estimate. He did not know whether he | know how much of that ——e had 
ases), [ would be in order in referring to new been expended. In other countries there 
ment ff ranges, as there was no new range | Were 4 great many short ranges. The 
t day F in the Vote, but a good deal of money | Swiss were excellent shots, and he 
was being spent in improving existing believed that three-fourths of their 
“ rifle ranges, and he would like to know | Tnges were short ranges. In South 
NER J what exactly was being done. Were the | Africa one could not fail to be struck 

© Bt Government putting up penetrable in- | with the number of short ranges. There 
rma # stead of impenetrable targets, or were WS one on nearly every Boer farm, 
1 ™ | they enlarging the rifle ranges so as to and at no very great distance a long 
rshot | make them available for a larger number Tange at which the men might practice. 
t the of people ? He was afraid the money put Another point was with regard to the 
vided | down did not point to a large amount of acquisition of land. Under the Military 
Vote. enlargement of the ranges. He would Lands Act there was power compulsorily 
| that very much like to know what was being | to purchase land for ranges, but there 


1 to. 


f for done in the way of providing increased | was no power by which a local authority 
et range accommodation for shooting. could hire land for such a purpose. That 
7 wd + _ | was a matter which might very well be 
eo (7.31) Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, considered. In_ his studies on this 
er N.) said the question of rifle ranges was subject, he found that the difficulties now 
the | 2 Yery important one, and he desired in- | encountered were not dissimilar to those 

The formation as to what was being done to | met with centuries ago, as by a Statute 


provide sufficient rifle ranges in the | passed in 1457 football and golf were 
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cried down in order that the young men 
might devote themselves to’ archery 


practice. C 
State would give this matter his serious 


- consideration. 
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*(7.39.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.) desired to endorse in their 
entirety the remarks of the hon. Mem- 
ber on the question of rifle ranges. In 
this country, however, it would be 
almo-t impossible for troops, except in 
one or two particularly open situations, 
to shoot at a range of over 500 yards. 
Although no doubt it was essential that 
some practice should be indulged in at 
longer ranges than that, yet for all 
practical purposes a range of 500 yards 
would be ample for Volunteers. But it 
was no good making ranges unless 
facilities 
and troops for getting to them, and at 
present sufficient extra provision was 


not made in the Estimates to meet that | 


want of the poorer 


most pressing p 
He hoped that in the 


Volunteer corps. 


future the Secretary of State would, 


be able to induce the Treasury to grant 
a larger allowance for this particular 
purpose. He also desired some further 
information with regard to the separation 
of the military from the civil side of the 
Royal Engineers. In the opening state- 


ment of the Secretary of State it was. 


mentioned that a very important change 
had been, or was in process of being, 
made in the organisation of the Royal 
Engineers. At present the Engineers 
built barracks and fortifications, made 
drains, and did a great deal of civil 
work which it was not really their duty 
to do, with the result that a certain 
amount of their military work was 
neglected. A suggestion was made 
before the War Office Reorganisation 
Committee that pattern plans of barracks 


should be kept at the War Office. | 


Such a system was in operation in 
India, and if a new barracks was to be 
built, a pattern plan was produced from 
the headquarters of the Army in India, 
which, with very few alterations, could 
be adapted to any special locality, with 
the result that a great saving was 
effected in the preparation of plans. 
That was a not unimportant point 
on which perhaps the Secretary of 
State could say a word. There was 


Mr. Cochrane. 
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were afforded to Volunteers | 
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(no doubt that if economies were pos- 
sible at the War Office, it was mainly 
in connection with the cost of erect- 
ing buildings such as were now in pro- 
cess of erection at Salisbury Plain and 
other places. That was, perhaps, the 
most extravagant side of the War Office, 
and the expenditure, if carefully looked 
after, might be materially lessened, 
Another point to which he desired to 
refer was the question of married 
quarters. Most of them were in 
a state which was not creditable 
to the Army, and would not be 
allowed by the local sanitary authority if 
those married quarters fell within their 
control. They were not large enough, 
nor sufficiently well ventilated nor 
drained. He thought something ought to 
be done to meet the obvious requirements 
of the married men in the Army. They 
could not expect a soldier to get that class 
of woman for a wife which they all 
desired him to have if he was obliged to 
take her to one single room in the 
barracks which was overlooked by other 
quarters. It was not more than a 
generation ago that the married'men in the 
barracks were simply separated by a 
curtain drawn across the quarters. At 
the present time the married quarters 
were far too near the ordinary barracks, 
and there ought to be further separation 
and increased accommodation. Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman would tell him what 
was the increase of married quarters at 
Malta consequent upon the establishment 
of two battalions there. They had been 
told that the increase of married 
accommodation at Malta would be very 
small, and that a great number of men 
would be allowed separation allowances. 
He thought a little information upon 
these points would be exceedingly useful. 
With regard to the expenditure at 
Salisbury Plain, he saw that £750,000 
had been taken for that purpose. Perhaps 
they would be told something about this 
expenditure. He wished to know what 
time would be spent there putting up 
barracks, and he wanted to have some 
general explanation of the policy of the 
Government at Salisbury Plain. He 
| noticed that £13,000 had been taken for 
| the provision of military prisons. Upon 
the Home Office Vote they were told that 
two or three prisons had been handed 
| over by the Home Office to the War 
Office, and they were also told that the 
| Position of the Inspector General of 
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Prisons was being discussed between the 
two Offices. As provision was now being 
made for the increase of military prisons, 
they might now be told something about 
the future position of the Inspector 
General of Prisons, and also what prison 


Supply—Army 


accommodation was going to be provided | 


for the future. 


(7.50.) Str JOHN COLOMB. said 
that five or six years ago at Yar- 
mouth, in consequence of observations 
made by Ministers in this House upon 
the importance of providing ranges, the 
Corporation of Yarmouth acquired an 
admirable rifle range and camping ground 
for Volunteers.. ‘They got the military 
authorities to lay out the ground and 
make the arrangements, all of which was 
done at the expense of the Corporation 
on the strength of the declaration 
made by War Ministers. In consequence 
of recent changes, the Volunteers 
had not come to Yarmouth for some 
time. The Volunteers from the Mid- 
lands and the Northern Counties 
used to come to Yarmouth to use that 
camping ground and range, but now 
they had ceased to come. He sug- 
gested that in framing the regulations 
for the training of Volunteers the dis- 
tricts in which ranges had been provided 
by local authorities should be borne in 
mind. It was most discouraging, be- 


cause other corporations would now see | 


that when they acted upon the advice of 
the War Office in providing ranges their 
money was wasted. He wished to pro- 
test against the way this Vote was made 
up, because fortifications and artillery 
ranges had been mixed up. He wished 
to know if, under the numerous headings 
in this Vote, any money was being de- 


voted to fortifications around London. | 


Such things as fortifications were en- 
tirely distinct from ranges, and ought to 
be put down separately. 
money had been put down’ under 
“submarine mining,’ and throughout 
the Estimates they would always 
find that item. In his opinion sub- 
marine mining was overdone, and he 
thought this would prove a great danger. 
There was also another sum of money 
put down for Brennan torpedoes—a 
question which was discussed last night. 


{11 Marcu 1902} 
|it true that they could not find officers 


Large sums of | 
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capable of managing Brennan torpedoes 


| without having to call in civilian officers 1 
| Perhaps his noble friend would explain 


what was a civilian officer, and tell the 
Committee why one got £700 a year and 
another £500 for managing these 


| Brennan torpedoes. 


*(7.58.) Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON 


| (Leith Burghs) said that they had a dis- 


cussion the other night upon the 
Volunteer question, and the Secretary 
of State for War was urged to strengthen 
the Department which provided rifle 
ranges. It seemed to him that if the 
general officers had powers delegated to 
them, with regard to new rifle ranges 
provided by local authorities and others, 
the provision of ranges might be more 
readily undertaken. There was a great 
want of these ranges at the present time. 


| One of the recommendations of the Com- 


mittee which considered this question 


_was that such powers should be delegated 


to the general officers. He would like 


|to know if any of the recommendations 
| of the Committee were being carried out. 


There seemed to be no reason why com- 
manding officers should not receive power 
to deal with such matters as rifle ranges 
in their districts. He was glad that the 
_Vote made some provision for various 
attractions to recruits. He agreed with 
his hon. friend the Member for East 
Bristol that some more _ information 
| should be given as to the provision 
'of married quarters. The Com- 
/mander-in-Chief had shown himself 
| interested in temperance associations. 
These were points which would do a 
| great deal towards attracting men into 
\the Army. We were at the present 
moment constructing a large amount 
of barrack gorse: Say and we were 
told that it was not to be left altogether 
to the Royal Engineers in future. It 
would be interesting to know how far the 
new barracks were to be provided with 
the additions. Although the additions 
were numerous, only a comparatively 
small sum was to be voted. 





(8.3.) THe FINANCIAL SECRE- 
TARY To tae WAR OFFICE (Lord 
| STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) said 


He noticed that in this respect two | that his hon. friend the Member for Lich- 
civilian officers were employed, one at field had asked why no money was to be 
£700 a year, and other at £500. Was/ voted this year for Aldershot and Salis- 
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bury. 
large sums were obtained for building 
and reconstructing the camps, and it 


had been found unnecessary to ask for | 


more money this year. The item with 
regard to Chatham hal reference to the 
provision of greater space for the Navy. 
He entirely agreed with those hon. 
Members who wished to see our ranges 
improved, but the difficulties were great. 
He had pointed out before that when 
the Government proceeded to buy land 
in the open market it was extraordinary 
what a value the land possessed in the 
eyes of the sellers. If the land was 
bought compulsorily, the process was 
also expensive. The Government were 
taking money under the present Vote 
for improving existing ranges, and in 
previous loans they had taken large 
sums for providing ranges. They could 
not do all these things at once, but they 
were doing what they could in the way 
of purchasing new ranges and altering 
old ranges rendered unfit by the use of 
the modern rifle. He would inquire into 
the case of the range at Yarmouth and 
other corporation ranges. | No one would 
wish to make the patriotic efforts of 
Town Councils unavailable, but it must 
be remembered that, apart from shooting, 
when the Volunteers went into camp 
there was the important question of 
accommodation for drill to be kept in 
view. If ranges could be procured on 
the manceuvre grounds they should be 
given the preference, but there was no 
desire to interfere with patriotic effort. 
With regard to the separation of the civil 
from the military duties of the Engineers, 
a Committee was sitting to consider the 
whole case and to make recommendations. 


He was sure his hon. friend would see | 


that it was impossible for him to make 


a statement on the subject until the. 


report of the Committee had been 
received. He hoped the Committee 
would be able to present a scheme which 
would be economical and would allow the 
Engineers to devote their whole attention 


to that work which was most useful for , 


them in time of war. Provision was 
being made in this Vote for married 
quarters. It was a most important 


question, being connected with the whole | 


question of housing, in which everybody 
at the present moment was interested. 


They were as rapidly as possible improv- | 
ing the old barracks and building new | 
ones, and they were being built entirely | 


Lord Stanley. 


{COMMONS} 


The reason was that last year | 


the rifle ranges. 


Estimates. 


in accord with the spirit of the present 
day. He had no particulars to give to 
the Committee at the present moment, as 
he did not know exactly what the circum- 
stances of the case were. The increase 
of the Estimate for Wellington Barracks 
was due to the complete reconstruction of 
the drains of the barracks. He hoped 
they would be able to spend the whole of 
the money obtained this year, and that 
the work would be finished off next year, 
The Commander-in-Chief was very much 
interested in the provision of temperance 
rooms. Everything that could be done 
would be done to provide rooms for Army 
temperance purposes, (8.10.) 


(8.40.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
expressed his dissatisfaction with the 
answers given by the noble Lord with 
regard to the Wellington Barracks and 
The noble Lord had 
stated that the drainage of Wellington 
Barracks was not being done piecemeal, 
but anything more piecemeal than spend- 
ing £1,000 one year, £2,000 another year, 
and the balance of £4,300 the third year 
it was impossible to corceive. He did 
not intend to move a reduction, but he 
suggested that the matter should be re- 
considered, and that this work should be 
done at one time. With regard to the 
rifle ranges, the noble Lord had stated 
that it was usually quicker to acquire 
the land by private arrangement than by 
compulsory powers, and no doubt that 
was so if it could be done, but he had 
noticed more often than not two or three 


_ years was absorbed in trying to come to 


an arrangement privately, and in the end 
compulsory powers had to be resorted to, 
which took up further time, whereas if 
compulsory powers had been taken in the 
first instance, much time and expense 
would have been saved. One question he 


would put, which he had omitted to ask 


before; would the noble Lord say what 
amount was spent under the Works Loan 
Act in addition to this Vote, so that 
the Committee might form some idea of 
what it was that this Vote supplemented. 


(8.46.) Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON 
also complained of the unsatisfactory 
answer given in _ respect 
rifle ranges, and many other matters 
connected with “works’’ within the 
military districts. He said the fact 
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was that the War Office, with the present | these matters throngh, but at the 
pressure upon them, were unable! present moment the whole of the 
to undertake much in the way | question as to the future of the engineer- 


of enquiries, and must necessarily leave | 
much of the work they desired to see. 
The acquisition of | 


done untouched. 
rifle ranges could only be done by a 
devolution of power. With a devolution 
of powers on the Generals commanding 
the districts, there could be no difficulty. 


That was one of the recommendations | 


of the Dawkins Committee. The 
Generals commanding the districts were 


very competent men, and they could | 


easily look after these matters and do 
the work which the War Office were 
unable at present to do. 
last year that there would be a devolu- 
tion of powers, and he wished to know 
whether powers would be given to the 
general officers commanding districts 
to look into local needs. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 


desired to emphasise the point of his hon. 


friend as to the devolution of powers to | 


It was stated | 


ing branch of the War Office is under 
consideration. It is no use making 
rules and regulations now that, when 
the Report comes out, will have to be 
altered. We do not want to lay down 
'a hard and fast line until everything 
| has been considered. But we have done 
this. We have told the general officers 
‘commanding districts that sums are 
‘allocated for certain works, and we 
have asked them to make their own 
suggestions and their own plans; and, 
without actually allowing them to 
make the contracts, we are, as far as 
| possible, taking their advice on every 
subject and are following it out in 
every subject connected with administra- 
tion. Therefore, without binding our- 
selves to a hard and fast line, we are 
doing all that hon. Members really want. 
_T assure them nobody is more sanguine 
| as to the good effects of devolution than 
my right hon. friend and myself. 


the general officers commanding districts. | 


With regard to works in tnose districts, he 
advocated powers being devolved upon 
them involving expenditure on works up 
to £5,000. He also suggested that when 
once money had been allocated to a 
particular work, the general officer 
commanding a district should be entitled 
to spend the money as he thought best. 

Lorp STANLEY: I 


(8.51.) can 


only give the hon. Member half an assur- | 


ance, for this reason. I am absolutely in 
accord with him and the hon. Member 
for Leith who spoke on this point. 
Devolution, I believe, is the only satis- 
factory way in which we shall get 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Can 
you let us see the Report you refer to ? 

Lorp STANLEY: It is 
yet. 


not issued 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: But 
will you ? 


hon. 


Lorp STANLEY: My right 
friend will consider the matter. 


(8.55.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178 ; 
Noes, 56. (Division List No. 72.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Bond, Edward 


Brassey, Albert 


Brigg, John 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William Robert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 





Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 


VOL. CIV. 





Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 


[FourtH SERIES. | 2Q 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, T.R(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
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Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, mts Edward 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Faher. Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sird (Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower. Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS( Werwick,S. W. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit. Ww liam 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene, SirE W (Bry S Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S 

Hayter Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath.James (Staffords. N. W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kinloch Sir JohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Law, Andrew Bonar 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, Edward 
aes John 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cogan, Denis J. 
C ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
a William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Doogan, oe 
Farrell, James Patrick 
F frenah, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Hayden, John Patric k 


{COMMONS} 


Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 

M Killop, a ee 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W J H( Dumfriesshire 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray ,RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, Wilham Graham 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Purvis Robert 

Randles John S 

Rasch, Major Frederie ¢ 
Ratelitf, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


‘ 
arne 


NOES. 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’ Kean, John 

M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, ae F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, eo Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (W icklow, W. 


10. Motion made, and Question pro-| for officers, 


posed, “That a sum, 


to defray the charge for 


not exceeding | 
£1,786,000, be granted to His Majesty, | 


retired pay, 


half-pay, and other non-effective charges | 1903.” 





| ending on the 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheittield) 
Robertson, Herbert :kney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. 
Royds, ¢ ‘fement 6 all 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G,. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,H C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks, ) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, SirMark J.M’Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt. Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
‘Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A Glamorgan,Gower 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason,JohnCatheart (¢ irkney) 
Webb,Colonel William Ge orge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A C E\ Taunton 
W harton, Rt. Hon. Jolin Lloyd 
Wlute, G eorge ( Norfolk) 
White, L uke iy ork, E. 'R. ) 
Whitley. (Halifax) 
Willosehby. 3 Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stan'ey( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, Fred W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
W odehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O' Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 

( Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, Jame, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wil-on, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien. 


ete., which will come in 


course of payment during the year 


31st day of March, 
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*(9.6) COLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) desired to call attention 
to certain matters connected with the 
reserve of officers. That reserve was 
composed of officers who had retired 
from the Army on pensions or with 
gratuities, and certain other officers. 
Thesé officers either voluntarily retired 
or were retired compulsorily. Those to 
whom the latter remark applied, were 
retired compulsorily not because of age 
or inefficiency, but in order to keep up 
the flow of promotion in the junior 
ranks. These ofticers, on retirement, 
retained their rank and were entitled to 
wear the uniform of their regiment. 
They appeared in the Army list, in the 
general list of the reserve of officers, and 
also in the regimental list; and they 
were liable to be called on for service in 
time of emergency. That time of 
emergency arose two years ago, and a 
certain number of these officers were 
called on, a great many to serve at 
home, and a tew abroad. When they 
were brought back to the Army it was in 
their regimental rank, and not with the 
Army rank, the rank they retained 
when they left the service. This was 
felt to be a great injustice. He had been 
told that it was impossible to treat them 
inany other way, that it would not have 
been fair to bring them back to the 
reg ment and stop the promotion of 
officers then serving. It was quite true 
that the promotion of those officers 
would have been temporarily impeded, 
but when it was considered that many 
of these officers had been placed on the 
reserve to keep up the flow of promotion 
of those serving with the colours, he did 
not think there would have been any 
great injustice in aliowing them 
temporarily to come back to the service, 
not only with the rank they held in the 
regiment, but with the rank they held 
in the Army. He had also been told 
that there were difficulties in the way of 
bringing them back to the regiments, 
although they were borne on _ the 
reserve lists of the regiments to which 
they formerly belonged. But there 
need haye been no difficulty about that. 
It would have been quite easy to have 
brought them back, perhaps not to the 
places they originally held, but certainly 
in their rank, even though they were 
put at the bottom of the list. That was 
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done where an officer exchanged from 
one regiment to another, and although 
he ranked as junior, he retained his 
Army rank in the service. Another 
point was with regard to the payment 
of these officers. Officers who had 
retired on a pension, when brought back 
to the Army, received the regimental 
pay of their rank, in which that pension 
was included. In the case of officers 
who retired with a gratuity, it was true 
the royal warrant laid down that they 
should be called upon to pay something 
back when recalled to the service, but 
the War Office apparently had such 
difficulty a few years ago in enforcing 
that repayment, that they waived their 
claim, and these ofticers were allowed to 
retain the whole of the gratuity. There- 
fore, these officers were serving under 
different conditions from the ofticers 
who had retired on vension. It had 
also to be borne in mind that the latter 
had served considerably longer and had 
had more experience than the former. 
It was a great mistake that more of 
these officers had not been employed. 
Regiments had become short of ofticers, 
and the places of those who had fallen 
out had been supplied by sending out 
very young boys indeed. One oi the 
most distressing things connected with 
the war was the large number of very 
young officers who had lost their lives. 
He really thought that some of these 
older officers of experience might have 
been sent out, and the younger men kept 
a little longer at home until they were 
more fully trained and could better take 
their plaoes in the field. Under present 
arrangements, the reserve of officers 
was composed almost entirely of 
field officers and captains; there were 
no subalterns available. If there was to 
be a reserve of officers it should be a 
proper reserve, one of all ranks, who 
might be called upon to fill vacancies in 
regiments as they occurred. A further point 
was that according to the royal warrant, 
officers so recalled were eligible for pro- 
motion, and also, under certain circum- 
stances, to increase of pension, He had 
not, however, heard of a single instance 
in which such an officer had received 
either promotion or increase of pension, 
and he thought the War Office had taken 
very good care that they should not do so. 
He desired to impress upon the War 


2Q2 
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Office the necessity of having a real 
reserve of officers, and of treating them 
fairly when they had them ; and in order 
to raise the point he moved to reduce the 
Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,785,900, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Colonel 
Leqye.) 


(9.15.) THe SECRETARY or STATE 


ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, 
Guildford): I think my hon. friend 
is perfectly entitled to move this 


reduction of £100, bearing in mind 
the position he takes up with regard to 
this subject. I think, however, that his 
contentions are hardly borne out by the 
facts. | may say in two or three words 
that | sympathise very much with my 
hon. and gallant friend’s position in regard 
to retired officers. It is perfectly obvious 
that these officers have been placed under 
difficult onerous obligations extending 
over two or three years, and I quite 
recognise that their case is a very difficult 


{COMMONS} 


Estimates. 


been decided upon, and it was not antici- 
pated at first that the call on their ser- 
vices would be so prolonged as it has been. 
The position of these gentlemen was 
settled between the War Office and the 
Treasury before I took office. I sym- 
pathise very much with them, seeing that 
they have been called upon, at consider- 


‘able sacrifice, to place cheir services at the 


country’s disposal. I can only say, how- 
ever, that, with the Commander-in-Chief, 
I am carefully studying what the position 


_is and what it may be in our power to do 


for these officers on whom the call has 
fallen so heavily. I am afraid [ cannot 
say more. I am looking into the whole 
question in a sympathetic spirit, and I 
hope I shall be able to make some answer 
upon it before the question is again dis- 
cussed. I hope that my hon. and gallant 
friend will not press his Amendment, 


CoLtoneL LEGGE: I 


beg leave to 
withdraw my Amendment. 
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one. 
hon. and gallant friend. 


emoluments they should 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Sain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bayley, ‘Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 


Colonel Legge. 


I am not in a postion tonight to 
make any promises on the subject to my 
Before I came 
to the War Office, the question as to what 


receive had 
AYES. 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn CharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir HoratioD. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,T.R.(T'rH’ml'ts,8.Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 


Noes, 55. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
(9.19.) Original Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178 ; 
(Division List No. 73.) 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene, SirE. W (B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorge Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H(D’mfriesshire 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(W’lthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.{ Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn. A.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes. Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 


Supply— Army 


Abrabam, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, K. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, Jolin 

Hardy,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


11. £1,747,000, Pensions and other Non- 
Effective Charges for Warrant Officers, 
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Purvis, Robert | 
Randles, John S. 
Rasch, Major Frederick Carne | 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Rea, Russell | 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George } 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen) | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas.Thomson | 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Rolleston, Sir Jobn F. L. | 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks.) | 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester). 


NOES. 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P 


‘ Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway ,N.) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 


Mr. 
friend the 
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Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 


| Welby, Lt -Col. A.C.E.(Taunt’n 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson. Fred. W .( Norfolk, Mid. 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Worsley-Tay lor. Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—, 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughmessy, P, JJ. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 


_ Roche, Jobn 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 


Young, Samuel 
g 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs- 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


My right hon. 
Treasury 





Non-Commissioned Officers, Men, and 
cthers. 
(9.35.) sik =H. )=CAMPBELL- 


BANNERMAN : May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he can state 
what arrangements he proposes to make 
for the purpose of having a further dis- 
cussion on what is called his scheme— 
his new proposals—with regard to the 
Army. It was understood that there was 
to be some opportunity after the 21st of 
this month, and a good many Members are 
interested to know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman can say anything definite 
as to the time the discussion will take 
place. 


will make a statement on Thursday ajter 
questions with regard to business. I un- 
derstand that Thursday in next week is 
under consideration as the day for the 
discussion, 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I think it was understood that Thursday 
in next week was to be given to the Third 
Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill. 


Mr. BRODRICK: On Thursday wy 
right hon. friend will make his statement. 
It is thoroughly understood there will be 
a day for the discussion of the new pro- 
posals as to the Army. 
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Resolutions to be reported upon Thurs- | writings of Judge O’Connor Morris. He 


day ; Committee to sit again tomorrow. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN 
IRELAND—JUDGE O'CONNOR MORRIS. 

(9.38.) Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, 
Connemara) rose to move the Resolu- 
tion standing in his name with re- 
spect to Judge O'Connor Morris. He 
said there was no greater scandal in con- 
nection with the English government of 
Ireland than the manner in which the 
judges were appointed. It was quite 
true that gentlemen were appointed to 
judgeships in England who were strong 
political partisans, but once they were 
appointed, their partisanship was for- 
gotten, and they administered the law as 
the law should be administered. Un- 
fortunately, that was not the case in Ire- 
land. In that country, no doubt, ability 
and qualification were taken into con- 
sideration, but the primary and dominant 
consideration when the Government 
made an appointment was that the man 
should be a political partisan and 
almost a hater and detester — of 
the sentiments of the people. Not 
only were men appointed judges in 


| would appeal to the House after hear- 


ing the extracts, whether the Nationalist 
Members were not justified in impugning 
the conduct of Judge Morris. In his 
autobiography (page 347) Judge Morris 
said 


‘**As a scion of a great fallen Irish house, | 
have no sympathy with a settlement of the 
[rish land, resting ultimately on confiscation 
and conquest.” 


Of course, as they were all aware, this 
House was beginning to learn that the 
great question in Ireland was the land 
question. He would show the character 
of one of the judges in Ireland and his 
feelings on that question by quoting what 
he himself said at page 349 of this book. 
Judge Morris, in arguing against Home 


Rule, said— 


**An Trish Parliament weuld without diffi- 
culty drive away the Irish landlords from the 
land, and would divide their estates between 
the Celtic and Catholic nation.” 


That was a calumny on the Irish people. 
He theught this gentleman was also a 
Catholic. [Cries of ‘‘No.”} Then he was 


Ireland because of their opposition to | not inclined to speak so hardly of him, 


the theories and aspirations of the Irish 
people, but men who began their career 
by being extreme Nationalists were 
appointed because the English Govern- 
ment thought it was desirable to buy the 
services of those people. The Govern- 
ment bribed them with places in Ireland. 

In regard to the particular gentleman 
whose conduct he ventured to arraign 
tonight, he thought that in the whole 
history of appointments in Ireland there 


Was none so gross and scandalous. He 
could understand that a man, before 


getting that position, might have strong 
political feeling, but in England, as he 
had said, a man ceased to be a 
partisan the moment he received the 
appointment. Judge O'Connor Morris 
never lost an opportunity of ventilating 
his political opinions and of denouncing 
the people over whom he presided as a 
judge. He did not confine himself to 
speeches from the Bench, but from time 
to time indulged in writing _ political 
pamphlets. In order to give the House 
an object-lesson of why there was dis- 
content in Ireland and why _ they 
hated the English Government, he 
would quote a few extracts from the 








because he was a Protestant. Judge 
Morris tried to prove by that statement 
that if the Irish Catholics had Home 
Rule they would persecute the Protestants 
of the north, confiscate their property, 
and treat them with ignominy and con- 
tempt. In a harangue which this gentleman 
made in Sligo on 24th January, 1902, his 
language was so violent, and his partisan- 
ship was so great, that even the Grand 
Jury were disgusted. This was the com- 
ment of a _ lecal newspaper on the 
incident— 

“The Grand Jury at the recent Quarter 
Sessions in Sligo (24th January, 1902), after 
listening to a harangue from Judge O'Connor 
Morris attacking the system of land purchase, 
subsequently passed a resolution dissenting 
from his remarks. The Grand Jury was com- 
posed of Nationalists and Conservatives.” 


Now, it was known on those Benches 
what a powerful enemy they had in The 
Times newspaper, and that throughout its 
history it had been consistently opposed 
to the Irish demands. Judge O’Connor 
Morris had been a regular contributor to 
The Times as one of its leader-writers. In 
his autobiography he told a story of 
himself. “ Mr. Delane,” he said at page 
205, “was good enough to ask. me. to 
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write to The Times. This was the begin-| Let me go back to The Times and the 
ning of a friendship which continued | system before 1881— 
without a break until his lamented death. “The Act has almost turned upside down 


And at page 274 he said— the rights of property, to the benefit of one class 
and the loss of another, from 1876 to the present 


“In one respect The Times deserves the time.’ 
ime. 


heartfelt thanks of all who — the cause 
of Union, and believe that Home Ruie, and These are words that would do credit to 


what is involved in it, means anarchy in . 
[reland and a heavy blow to the Empire. the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


The immense sacrifice its proprietors made in North Armagh, who is not present in the 
the conduct of this prolonged inquiry (the | House tonight. I will give a few extracts 
Parnell Commission) is a noble instance of | from a pamphlet which Judge O’Connor 
high public spirit.” al cance. — 
Morris wrote last year, entitled “ Present 
| Irish Questions.” He says, at page 163— 
(ei r Tey ADR t | 
THE A [TORNEY GENERAL FoR) «{t(the Land Act of 1881) was a surrender 
IRELAND (My. AtTkKrNsoN, London-| akin to that of Majuba, made with little 


derry, N.): What was the date of that? | information and without mature reflection. 
. | Whether its author believed, as I have 


|remarked, that the conspiracy was most 
Mr. O'MALLEY : 1895 | dangerous on its agrarian side, or was willing to 
MALLEY : 1895. | propitiate Parnell at the expense of the Irish 
| landed gentry, he inaugurated the legislation 
ene pocseed, whic be nlted. i 
‘AWreIpgy?r INT ° ; ever since pursued, which as resuite in 
: Mr. SWIF I MACNEILL (Donegal, | destroying the property of the Irish landlords.” 
S.): He was a judge for twenty years. 





| Again, at page 181, he says— 
| <The whole law, in a word, as to tenants’ 
Mr. O}MALLEY: The House knows | improvements, as these were to create exemp- 
erfectly well the part plaved -by Judge | tion from rent, was placed on an altogether new 
© . . he part played “by Judge | basis, This was detrimental in every respect 
O’Connor Morris in the Parnell inquiry, | to the landiord, and gave advantages to the 
and I would only say thataman who praised | tenant, in my judgment, utterly unjust.” 


in that manner the conduct of The 7'imes is | At page 166 he says— 


not fit to be on the bench. Mr. Morris | 
published in 1901 a book entitled “ From 
98 to “98.” I will just quote a few : 

extracts from that book to show the | And at page 169 he goes on— 

character of this man. Mr. Gladstone’s|  ‘‘The Act of 1881 transformed the Irish 
Land Act of 1881 was a tardy measure of | Land System ae gee for 1 the pene 

justice to the Irish people. I have spoken | SS ee Se ee 2 Se 
cigs rish people. ave S} | litigation of the very worst kind.” 

of it from platforms in Ireland and in this | a SN Ste 

country as a measure which raised the | *"'Y"" = er. 

people from a position of serfdom to a}. ”* The Irish landlords, I repeat, have been 

position of freedom. But what does this | iniquitously despoiled ; a huge confiscation has 


: been made of their property.” 
gentleman say of that great Land Act | ‘preee + a r H ial tiie 
He said that— wul not trouble the House 1 any 


: further extracts from the writings of 

** Mr. Gladstone’s Land Act of 188] was ®{ Judge O'Connor Morris, but I would 
paltry, nay, a mischievous half-measure.” : 5 4 ? f 

; : _appeal to hon. Members, if they consider 

And of the Land Act of 1887, passed by | the character of the language I have 

quoted, if they consider for a moment the 


‘The Act of 188] was inconsistent with fact 
| and essentially unjust.” 


this House under a Tory Government in | 
order to remedy some defects in the Act ‘character of the mind of this gentleman 


of 1881, he said— and his hatred and detestation of the 
oe It wae another encroachment on the rights | Land Act of 1881, whether that gentle- 
of Irish landlords. man should continue to sit on the bench 


This is the man on whose judg- | and administer that Act. Hon. Members 
ment we have to depend in Ireland for opposite very often, with a simplicity 
the administration of these Acts! At) which is almost angelic, say, “Tell us 
page 332 he says— | what your grievances are, and we will 

“The status of the Irish landlords, ontheother | remove them.” I say, here is a case 
hand, has been utterly degraded to his extreme | where the House can deal with a 
detriment. He has not only been deprived of | grievance and remove it. Remove 


his former status, but his lands have been practi- > . : s 
cally taken from him in the sense of real and | Judge O Connor Morris. I maintain 
uncontrolled ownership.” ‘that it is a scandal to the adminis 
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tration of justice in this country that | 
such a man as Judge O’Connor Morris’s | 
writings and utterances show him | 
to be should be allowed to preside | 
in Irish Courts. 
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Jury unanimously passed a Resolution in 
the following terms— 


** Resolved, that we, the Members of Grand 
Jury, in view of his Lordship’s remarks to us, 


| feel it our duty to express our dissent from 


| those remarks in so far as they refer to com- 
| pulsory land purchase; and desire to express 


(10.0.) Mr. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.) 
said, in rising to second the Motion, he was 
not actuated by any feelings of malevolence | 
towards learned Judge O'Connor Morris. 
He had the honour of being personally 
acquainted with the learned judge; he 
had sat beside him and had adjudicated 
at the Quarter Sessions at Sligo, and he 
had been twice in the dock before him 
and twice sentenced by him to imprison- 
ment. But he thought it was well for 
the House to consider under present 
circumstances the last portion of the 
Motion— 

‘* His fitness to hear and decide appeals from 
the court of summary jurisdiction in agrarian 
cases 
He made no complaint as to Judge 
O’Counor Morris being a partisan of the 
Government, but he did complain that 
the learned judge was a partisan of the 
landlord class in Ireland, and that he was 
the man who tried persons charged with 
agrarian offences. He himself had been 
tried on two occasions for articles written 
in his paper in Sligo—written on behalf 
of the tenants of County Sligo; and he 
contended that Judge O’Connor Morris 
was not a fit and proper person to try him. 
On those occasions he was sentenced 
once to six months and once to 
four months imprisonment as a common 


criminal, and he did not on either 
occasion get fair play. The treatment 
meted out to him years ago was 


the treatment meted out at the present 
time by the Irish Government to John 
O'Donnell and to other members of the 
National Organisation of Ireland. 

The Motioncalled upon the House to con- 
sider the report of an address delivered by 
Judge O’Connor Morris to the Grand Jury 
of Sligo on the 24th of January last in the 
Sligo Court House. The report of that 
address, which he held in his hand, con- 
tained the names of the Grand Jurors, 
twenty-four in all, of whom thirteen were 
Conservative and eleven Nationalists. 
After the speech which was delivered 
by Judge O’Connor Morris, which, in his 
opinion, was of a partisan character, and 
which dealt with matters that a judge 
had no right to touch upon, the Grand 


Mr. O Malley. 


| by the 


our conviction that a measure of compulsory 
land purchase would not be at all of the nature 
of a confiscation of landlords’ rights, but would 
be the most effective means that could be taken 
Government to ensure peace and 
prosperity to Ireland.” 

That resolution was proposed by 
Mr. R, Davey, a district councillor, 
seconded by Mr. E. Rowlett, also 
a district councillor, and Mr. R. Gorman, 
the Chairman, who put the question, was 
a well-known Conservative gentleman. 
On this occasion there was only one 
case of a criminal character at the 
Quarter Sessions, and it would appear 
from the report of the learned judge's 
speech that he was sorry there were not 


‘more, because he said— 


“ Well, gentlemen, there are only three Bills 
to go before you, which do not require any 
observations.” 

The Clerk of the Crown then interrupted 
him, and said— 

** Only one, my Lord.” 

His Honour— 

‘Well, gentlemen, it appears there is only 

one Bill to go before you.” 
He objected first of all to the open- 
ing of Judge O’Connor Morris. The 
learned judge, in opening his remarks, 
said— 

‘*Gentlemen of the Grand Jury, I am glad 
to see that at the beginning of the year—and 
on a wet day like this—you all have given a 
full attendance for the discharge of your 
important duties as Grand Jurors. I am very 
glad to find that you have not paid the slightest 
attention to the exceedingly improper and 
foolish advice given to jurors of this county 
to abstain from doing their duty on a plea 
which was as ridiculous as it was vindictive.” 
The learned judge, in making those 
remarks, had presumed that the jurors 
of Sligo had been advised not to attend 
Quarter Sessions. He need not tell 
the right hon. Gentleman the Attorney 
General that there was no foundation 
for such a belief. There was un- 
doubtedly a suggestion that Catholic 
jurors, as a protest against jury- 
packing, should remain away from 
the Quarter Sessions, but the sug- 
gestion was never carried out. The 
time had not come when Catholic jurors 
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should be called upon to remain at 
home because the Attorney General 
appeared to have abandoned the practice 
of jury-packing ; he had found a simpler 
method—he had done away with trial by 
jury altogether. At the present time the 
only trial for a Nationalist charged with 
an agrarian offence was a trial by two 
paid servants of the Crown—two re- 
movable magistrates—with an appeal to 
Judge O’Connor Morris.— 


Administration of 


‘Gentlemen, I have very few observations 
to make to you, and Iam sure you will pay 
attention to what Lsay, It is with sincere 
regret—sincere regret, I say it—and the 
majority of the spectators in this court will 
agree with me—that an eminent solicitor be- 
longing to this court—and [ say, without 
flattery, one of the most eminent solicitors in 
Ireland—was summarily dismissed from office 
under circumstances which I may not describe, 
and which will impose on the taxpayers of this 
district additional burdens.” 


What had Judge O’Connor Morris 


to do with the business of the 
“additional burdens”? He was sim- 
ply a County Court judge. The 


County Council was tar better able 
to manage its own business, and was 
far more dignified in the discharge of its 
duties than the learned judge. What had 
he to do with the appointment of a 
solicitor to the County Council? The 
County Council understood its own busi- 
ness, and had dispensed with the services of 
a solicitor who was engaged in prosecuting 
its members under the Coercion Act. 
The dismissal was an act of war and 
retaliation, for which there was every 
justification. He contended that they 
were justified in dismissing the  solici- 
tor, but this was made an excuse by 
Judge O’Connor Morris for this tirade. 
The County Council of Sligo was respon- 
sible to the people of Sligo, and not to 
Judge O’Connor Morris. Then the Judge 
proceeded- 

‘*So far that is satisfactory. But you must 
recollect that it is only a few months since the 
winter Assizes were held. But although on 
the surface the state of your county mav 
appear satisfactory, under the surface it is not 
satisfactory. From information which cannot 
be questioned—it is a well-known fact that 
boycotting exists to a considerable extent, it 
inevitably leads to serious offences. The 
practice of boycotting is an incentive to crime, 
and those who aid, abet, or advocate it are 
guilty of crime. All our experience has proved 
itis always attended by disorder and misrule. 
But, gentlemen, I regret to say that there has 
been a combination established against the 
payment of rents, which was very extensive in 
the county of Roscommon, and which has 
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extended to this county also. I think I gave 
240 decrees for rents in Roscommon and Sligo. 
But, gentlemen, it is with sincere delight I 
heard that this combination, toa certain extent, 
has broken down, and that a large number of the 
tenants have seen the folly of their ways, and 
have come 1n and have paid their just debts, 
by paying their rents with costs. What were 
the inevitable and natural results? The land- 
lords of all the neighbouring estates are 
wronged ; they are all severely handicapped by 
the act of the Government. In point of fact, 
as regards the landlords of those neighbouring 
estates the Government spread disorder and 
confusion everywhere. Viewing it from 
another point, those tenants are not to he 
blamed for withholding their rents and refus- 
ing to pay their just debts. Lam glad to say, 
however, that many have paid them under 
compulsion, but they lost the advantages 
which tenants on the neighbouring estates had 
gained. As long as human nature is what it 
is, it would be impossible not to say that they 
had some cause for doing what they did. J 
declare I maintain they had a legitimate and 
real grievance. It would take more time than 
I am going to use to deal with all the mischief 
caused by this so-called Land Purchase Scheme. 
At the same time, I think [ have done my 
duty in pointing out the results. In the first 
place, many of these deerees granted— 
against which frivolous appeals have heen 
foolishly taken—will be executed, and then the 
result will be loss and trouble. And I trust it 
will not be followed by crime and outrage. 
With regard to this Land Purchase Scheme, 
I believe it must end in crime and disorder, 
It will never prove satisfactory and will 
eventually enforce on the taxpayers enormous 


burdens and cause a confiscation of the 
lands in Ireland, which would be the most 
infamous system that Ireland could ever 


be subjected to. I am thankful to say that 
from the first this scandalous system was pro- 
posed, I protested against it. { must alse add 
that I trust the attention of the Legislature 
will be carefully directed towards these cases, 
because a demand will be made to extend this 
system. It is a system destructive of all the 
few rights which remain to the landlords, and 
will lead to the confiscation and alternate 
destruction of the country.” 


He did not intend to make any 
reference to the publication of the observa- 
tions of Judge O’Connor Morris, but he 
asked the House to remember that when 
they in Sligo were tried, as he had no 
doubt they would be, for being members 
of the United Irish League and for being 
engaged in what he contended was a 
constitutional and legitimate action, 
when they were taken up at the 
instance of the landlord class of Ireland, 
the fate that awaited them was trial, in 
the first. instance by two paid servants 
of the Crown, and that in the second, on 
appeal, they would be tried by the 
learned Judge O’Connor Morris, whom 
they charged as being unfit to discharge 
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the high duties entrusted to him, owing 
to his being a partisan of the landlords, 
and against them. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House do resolve itself into a 
Committee of the whole House to consider 
the report of an address delivered by 
Judge O'Connor Morris to the Grand 
Jury at Sligo on the 24th day of January, 
1902, the complaints that have been 
made of the partisan character of that 
address, the action of the Grand Jury to 
whom it was addressed, the practice 
indulged in by his Honour of making 
pronouncements from the bench in Shgo 
and Roscommon on questions of publie 
policy, his Lordship’s publication oi 
partisan brochures on the Land Question 
in Ireland, and his fitness to hear and 
decide appeals from courts of summary 
jurisdiction in agrarian cases.”—(Vr. 
O Malley.) 


*(10.20.) Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, 
N.) said he was glad to see the manner 
in which the Attorney General for Ireland 
had been impressed by the language of 
the hon. Gentleman who had just spoken, 
and he inferred from the hon.Gentleman’s 
reluctance to speak that he did not 
intend to rise and defend this ermined 
eccentric. He put it to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman —knowing as he did something of 
the conditions of the country and the 
people—having regard to the legis- 
lation passed by his Party in 1886 and 
1887, and the legislation they proposed 


to pass in 1902, whether it would not | 


well become him to rise at that Table, 
and in the name of justice, decency, and 
common sense, repudiate this fusilade of 
which they had just heard the rattle. He 
could not conceive why the Government, 
on a question of this kind, found it neces- 
sary to embitter their relations with the 
Irish people by not adopting a common- 
sense view. Put the question from 
an English point of view. There was a 
war now going on between this country 
and the Boers; opinions were divided 
upon it. Supposing some English judge 
trying some Old Bailey charge —a 
burglary in the city—was to take occasion 
to praise the great statesmanship of the 
right hon.Gentleman the Member forWest 
Birmingham, and to talk of the Boers as 
being murderous and so forth, or to say the 
Boers were the bravest people under the 


Mr. McHugh, 
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sun and their conduct commended itself 
to the admiration of the civilised world, 
how long would that judge be tolerated 
in his position? Take another instance ; 
there passed through this House a few 
years ago a Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
which was administered almost wholly 
by County Court judges. It was a raw, 
erude Act, having been drafted by the 
Colonial Secretary with the view, as the 
right hon. Gentleman said, that every- 
body might understand it. Would it be 
tolerated if, in onerof the cases under 
that Act, the County Court judge were 
to publicly stigmatise the right hon. 
Gentleman's legislation as absurd, and to 
say that the master man could not live 
under this Act, and that if there was any 
further extension of it, the country would 
be ruined! What County Court judge 
would sit twenty-four hours in the chair 
of justice after making declarations of 
that sort? But England was not seamed 
and fissured by historic divisions ; divi- 
sions had not been created between one 
class and another: religious differences 
did not exist in England to the same 
extent as in Ireland. In the case of 
Ireland, whenever they asked for local 
administration, the Government — said 
that such was the division amongst the 
[Irish people, that the only chance of civil 
government in the country was that the 
presidents of the Courts of Justice should 
be men of great and imperial impartiality. 
Yet they found, where the matter touched 
the daily bread and the daily life of the 
people of freland, that partisans worked 
every Act that was passed to improve 
the country. When they were sent out 
from this Parliament—where many good 
Acts were passed—they were sent out to 
Ireland to be slaughtered, in pursuance. he 
supposed, of the old proverb that “God 
sends meat and the devil sends cooks.” 
When they launched a measure from 
this country dealing with Irish Jand 
legislation, and fixing fair rents and 
compensation for improvements, it was 
inte the hands of a judge like O’Connor 
Morris that it was committed. 


The mistake 
that he was 


this man made was 
too outspoken. They 
all thought like him. This man was 
only a fool, and a _ frank fool at 
that, and accordingly he had let out 
of him the gall which was splitting 
the interiors of the rest. Let the 
House take his criticisms of agrarian 
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measures. The Attorney General him- 
self, not in regard to this puny and 
petty functionary, but in regard to 
superior Court functionaries, had had 
to go down to his constituents and 
defend the drafting cf his own measures. 
But were they ever found criticising the 
drafting of the Coercion Act, and asking 
whether that was not a most puzzling 
measure ? No: no Coercion Act ever 
puzzled an Irish judge. In regard to a 
code which touched their daily life, the 
people were expected to be loyal and 
contented with the administration of 
justice. while this gentleman, not once or 
twice, but throughout a long career, 
had been assailing hard-won reforms, 
wrought by the Parliament of the 
country. A good: plan for dealing with 
carping judges would be—they were so 
constantly assailing the wisdom of Parlia- 
ment, though they were themselves 
frequently reversed on appeal—to treat 
such matters as a contempt of Parliament, 
and as their salaries could not be docked, 
those having been conveniently placed 
in the Consolidated Fund. hale these 
judges up at the Bar of the House, as was 
done with the editor of the (Joc, for an 
attack on the dignity of the House, and 
either fine them or send them to the 
Clock Tower. If they spent a few days 
in that interesting retreat, he ventured 
to say there would be less comment on 


the wisdom of Parliament. Appeals 
Im coercion cases, arising out of 
the Land question, were now to 
come up in Roscommon, and did 
not the right hon. Gentleman think 


that, in the limited cases in which an 
appeal was allowed from the Removables, 
Mr. O'Connor Morris had, by the 
language which the House had just 
heard, disqualified himself as an appellate 
tribunal! He ventured to think that 
Kritzinger would get a fairer trial from 
a court martial in Africa than any of his 
hon. friends would obtain in an appeal 
betore Mr. O’Connor Morris. Here they 
had a man blazing with passion, gifted— 
if he might use the word—with a certain 
itch for writing, for dealing with these 
burning topics; and because he was 
allowed to put horsehair on his head, 
that, forsooth, became a sort of aureole 
of equity; and, adorned with this 
nimbus, he became an impartial being, 
fit to try, in all the calmness of a 





‘ll Marcu 1902} 


Justice in Ireland. 1102 


judicial atmosphere, those who were 
brought before him for offences against 
the agrarian code. But a mancould not be 
a partisan one day. and an impartial judge 
the next. A man could not go shrieking 
around against the authority and dignity 
of Parliament itself, condemning _ its 
legislation, and be prepared to mete out 
justice to poor peasants who found them- 
selves placed in a position of difficulty 
owing to the stringency of the seasons. 


What had this Purchase Act done ? 
The hon. Member had not expressed 
very much approval of the action of 
the Congested Districts Board in buy- 
ing up the whole Dillon estate for 
a huge sum of money, and leaving a 
number of other tenants out in the cold. 
But, at any rate, the action of the 
Government had this magic in it —that 
there was no longer any crime, hunger, 
or discontent on the Dillon estate ; 
there was no moonlighting on the Dillon 
estate: there were no unlawful assem- 
blies, there was no boycotting, and there 
were no true bills sent up to O’Connor 


Morris from the Dillon estate. Yet 
this purchase, which, as it were, 
like the wizardry of a magician, 
had cleared an_ hitherto infested 
area and banished crime from __ its 


ambit, was the very thing which this 
gentleman sitting on the bench of 
justice assailed as an Act of wickedness, 
madness, and confiscation. What was to 
be thought of a system which produced 
such men? Where did the Government 
get him? He had not Thom’s Directory 
—that arsenal of facts—by him, but he 
had no doubt, if he were to endeavour to 
trace this gentleman’s career, he could, 
without much difficulty, give a sketch ot 
what his past had been. Was it by 
legal attainments and hard work that 
his place was won! No. Hesupposed he 
was some slavish hanger-on of some 
dancing Viceroy; that in some way he 
had perhaps placated some lovely lady at 
Court ; that he hung around the library 
at the heels of the Attorney General ; 
and that whenever some job was to be 
done at an election for a Government, he 
went down in the days of the narrow 
franchise and squared the voters through 
the hole in the wall. Those were the- 
step-ladders to office—at any rate, they 
were until very recent times. But there 
was this difference between  this- 
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judge and his brethren. He, having 
got safely seated in the seventh heaven, 
with his cool £1,500 a year, payable 
quarterly, and he supposed his cousin 
in office as registrar—[An Hon. MEMBER: 
His son]—oh, his son—instead of drawing 
his salary for his three or four weeks 
work and then going off to the Riviera 
for his health during the remainder of 
the time, he unbosomed himself in the 
manner of which the House had heard— 
instead of imitating his brethren, who at 
least endeavoured in measured sentences, 
and only when the Government required 
it, to deliver themselves of judicial pro- 
nouncements. For instance, he had 
read on the preceding day that the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland for the Cabinet 
meeting of that day had come over with 
a Gladstone bag packed with extracts 
from the charges of the judges at the 
late assizes. That was playing the game, 
that was cricket, when a case for renew- 
ing coercion had to be organised. Lurid 
‘charges’? must be expected at season- 
able times! What he complained of in 
O’Connor Morris was that, in season and 
out of season, wet or dry, they had 
always to be holding up their umbrellas 
against his fusilades. 

How long was this intolerable ranter 
to be allowed to poison the atmos- 
phere, and offend the ears of the Irish 
people? He wanted to know whether 
this man, having, as he had, jurisdiction 
in ejectments, in actions for rent, as a 


petty sessions appellate tribunal, as 
a licensing authority, as Chairman 
of the Quarter Sessions—if they ex- 


pected respect for the administration 
of justice at the hands of the Irish 
people, or approval of their attitude to- 
wards such a man from even the silent 
Conservatives of the House, His Majesty’s 
Government would not, at least on this 
occasion, make a purge, which would 
also, he suggested, have the advantage 
of preparing the way for some other 
and more discreet placeman, whom no 
doubt the right hon. Gentleman had in 
his mind. 


(10.40.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) ex- 
pressed his surprise that the representative 
of the Government had not intervened in 
the debate and given the House some ex- 
planation of the conduct of Mr. O'Connor 
Morris. One of the most serious aspects 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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of the case was that a large number of 
cases connected with the very Acts which 
this learned gentleman condemned came 
before him for settlement. What 
confidence, then, could the peasantry of 
Roscommon or Sligo have in the adminis- 
tration of the Land Acts of 1881 and 
1887 by such a judge? He thought he 
was correct in saying that a Motion of 
this kind was almost unprecedented in 
the memory of the oldest Parliamentarian 
in the House. Very few people had any 
recollection of an occasion when the neces- 
sity arose for such an extreme course being 
taken as to ask this House to form itself 
into a Committee to consider the conduct 
of this judge. Probably they were now 
face to face with the recrudescence of the 
Coercion Act, and they were threatened 
with the revival of the proceedings con- 
nected with the Crimes Act, and cases 
under those Acts would come up for trial 
before such judges as Judge O'Connor 
Morris. He had been told that this 
Judge was a near relative of Lord 
Clanricarde. [A NATIONALIST MEMBER: 
‘He comes of a good stock.”| It was 
very probable that some hon. Members 
belonging to the Nationalist party would 
be brought before this learned judge, 
who would have to try those people whom 
he had described as “ village ruffians.” 
In the face of such treatment they were 
asked to have respect for the law and 
the administration of justice. How could 
they respect the law with facts like those 
burned into their minds? He could not 
understand how the representative of the 
executive Government in Ireland could 
sit in that House and not intervene in 
the debate. The charge was that a judge 
who did such things was not fit to be 
entrusted with the administration of 
justice, and after the light that had been 
thrown upon hisconduct, his writings, and 
his harangues from the bench, surely they 
might expect that the executive Govern- 
ment would come forward and promise 
to support this Motion, even though it 
came from the Nationalist side of the 
House. Many hon. Members of this 
House expressed unbounded astonish- 
ment that the Irish people had no respect 
for the law. They might pass Land Act 
after Land Act through Parliament, but 
such Acts would always be strangled by 
those who administered them. The 








104 


r of 
ich 
me 





1105 


Land Act of 1881 was supposed to pro- 
tect tenants’ improvements, but the 
land judges had whittled that away. 
By the action of such udges as Judge 
O'Connor Morris, the Irish people had 
lost all consideration for any sense of fair 
play. He hoped, therefore, that the 
Attorney General would grant the inquiry 
which was asked for in the Motion by 
his hon. friend. 


Administration of 


(10.50.) Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 
$.) said he desired to take part in this 


debate, because Judge O'Connor Morris | 


presided over the quarter sessions in one 
of the divisions which he represented. 
Not only did this judge deliver party 
harangues on the bench, but his conduet 
and bearing were such as could not be 
witnessed in any court in the backwoods 
of America or Australia. On his way to 
court he complained to both policemen 
and civilians if a drove of cattle obstructed 
his passage, and he had threatened to 
commit the owners, the drivers, and the 
cattle as well, for contempt of court. 
This was no laughing matter for the 
people of Ireland, for this judge had a 
knack of putting his jokes into practice 
by sending people to gaol. In the court 
this judge was in the habit of using 
language of the most blasphemous 
character, for he cursed and swore from 
the bench in a manner that shocked 
everybody who listened to him. — [ Minis- 
terial cries of “No, no.”] It was a very 
serious matter to have a man like that 
to administer the law. The mere fact 
that Judge O'Connor Morris used such 
language was a justification for the people 
in the two counties mostly concerned 
treating the law with the utmost con- 
tempt. One of the places in Ireland 
which was receiving the most atten- 
tion from the Government now was the 
portion of the counties of Roscommon 
and Sligo over which this judge had 
jurisdiction. Trial by jury there was 
suspended, and the administration of the 
law was in the hands of two dependent 
removable officials, and offenders would 
come before Judge O’Connor Morris. 
How could they expect to get justice at 
the hands of a partisan of this character ! 
The root of the discontent was to be 
found in the condition 
question, and yet Judge O’Connor 
Morris, every time he appeared in court, 
proceeded to deliver harangues of the 
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;eharacter which had been read to the 
'House. The only appeal from the paid 
dependent officials appointed by the 
Attorney General and his colleagues from 
imprisonment which they considered 
was unjust punishment was to the 
County Court, which was presided over 
by one of the most extraordinary parti- 
sans that ever sat upon the bench in 
Ireland. 


Justice in Ireland. 


This official was indiscreet enough 
_to show his hand rather more freely 
and frankly than other officials did as a 
rule. At the present time there were 
several appeals going to be tried before 
this gentleman from the De Freyne and 
other estates. The whole reason for 
these trials and prosecutions was agra- 
rian, and as to this official’s opinion of the 
agrarian condition of Ireland, he need not 
go beyond the extracts which had been 
read to the House. How could those 
tenants and others who had _ been 
sentenced by removable magistrates 
expect justice at the hands of a partisan 
of this character? An hon. Member of 
this House had an appeal from his 
sentence of imprisonment awaiting trial 
before this very gentleman; and two of 
the most respectable County Councillors 
in Ireland, Mr. John Fitzgibbon and Mr. 
Webb, who had been sentenced to four 
months imprisonment a week or two 
ago, had to appear before this gentleman, 
and how could they expect to get im- 
partial justice at his hands? The thing 
was a mockery, and there was no hope 
for them. It might be asked, Why did 
these men choose te go before him? 
They did so because they wished to 
exercise whatever little remnant of right 
was left them. They went before him to 
put back the evil day and to continue as 
long as possible the services which they 
were rendering to the tenants of Ireland. 
They felt sure that there was not the 
slightest chance of one single hour being 
taken off the savage sentences which had 
been inflicted upon them by a partisan 
of this description. 

Sometimes Irish Members were twitted 
with not being loyal, and they were 
asked why they rejoiced on occasions 
when the enemies of England triumphed 
on the battlefield. He asked, Where 
would be the loyalty of the British 
people to a Government or a Crown 
that retained in England on the 
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bench men of this description ? Such a 
thing would be utterly impossible in 
England, whereas in Ireland it was the 
order of the day. Could they be loyal to 
law which was administered by a gentle- 
man of this character who could not be 
defended by the Attorney General in this 
House and in whose defence he dared 
not stand up? They wereasked to be 
loyal while partisans of this character 
upon the bench inflicted coercion, and, 
as the hon. Member for South Tyrone had 
said, starvation, misrule, and misgovern- 
ment of every description. He could 


assure this House that, so far as the 
people of the western counties of 
Ireland were concerned, they never 


would have any respect whatsoever for 
the administration of the law whilst it 
was in the hands of such a man, Even 
good law was perverted by this man’s 
maladministration, and even when he 
was delivering what he regarded as fair 
play and justice, he did it in such a 
manner as to bring upon himself and 
his court the utmost ridicule and con- 
tempt of the people whose respect he 
ought to command. 


*(11.0.) Mr. 'T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
S.) said he was astonished that no member 
of the Irish Bar, although there were 
several in the House, had risen to answer 
the attack which had been made upon 
this iearned judge The best thing that 
could be said of Mr. O’Connor Morris 
was that he was thoroughly impartial. 
He went without scruple for His 
Majesty's Government; indeed, his con- 
tempt for the Government knew no 
bounds. His abuse of the Nationalist 
Members—-well, might he say that it 
rivalled his own in other days? That was 
probably the strongest thing that could 
be said. Mr. O’Connor Morris had also a 
word for the leaders of the compulsory sale 
movement, for in one of his volumes he 
declared that it was well known in 
Ireland that they had mapped out the 
estates they were to have for themselves. 
This gentleman had been appointed by 
the Crown to administer certain Acts of 
Parliament. One of these was the Land 
Act of 1881. He had, if called upon, to 
decide what was a fair rent for any 
farmer going into his court to have that 
decided. Was it reasonable that after a 
man had denounced the Land Act, for 

Mr. Hayden. 
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instance, as pure and unadulterated 
confiscation of the landlords’ property, 


he should be placed in a position to 
administer that Act? It was impossible 
for the people, whatever their creed or 
politics might be, to expect even-handed 
justice from such a man. What business 
had Mr. O’Connor Morris with volun- 
tary or compulsory land purchase? He 
was a landlord, but that did not give 
him a title to sit on the bench of justice 
and utter the language he did in regard 
to this matter. He was County Court 
Judge for two counties which were at 
present in a seriously disturbed state. 
In the hon. Member’s opinion, they were 
both in a dangerous state of disorder. 
At last Quarter Sessions Mr. O’Connor 
Morris was called upon to adjudicate on 
the claim of Lord De Freyne for rent ; his 
duty was to say whether it was due or not, 
and to sign the decrees if it was due; but he 
began from the bench a furious attack on 
the legislation of this Honse and on the 
only legislation which had heen successful 
in Ireland, namely, that dealing with land 


purchase. He said it was robbery and 
confiscation. The hon. Member submitted 
that the Purchase measures which had 


been passed since 1881 constituted the 
only way of avoiding both robbery and 
confiscation. But Mr. O'Connor Morris 
had nothing to do with the policy of the 


Acts. He was paid to administer the 
law, and not to attack it. The fact was 
he had confiscation and robbery on 


the brain, and he went about the country 
talking about nothing else. The men who 
were paid to administer the law ought to 
be confined to their duty, and politicians 
should be allowed to tight out the policy 
of the measures on the floor of this House. 
That was what this man absolutely refused 
todo. He was not only a violent partisan, 
but he brought politics to the bench every 
day he sat there. Every man who went 
into his court was convinced that, so far as 
agrarian questions were concerned, he 
would only get as much justice as the 
judge cared to give him, and that was 
very little. It was a serious matter that 
this man should preside over this part of 
the country in such a crisis as the present. 


He was sorry that there was no 
Cabinet Member present tonight. He 
thought the Cabinet were interested 
in this question from another point of 
view. He thought they might ask them- 
selves whether this mam was not putting 
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a match to the powder in the magazine, 
and whether such violent harangues from 
the bench were not doing much to promote 
discontent and disorder. That was the 
view which the hom. Member took so far 
as the rgrarian question was concerned, and 
he knew it was the view of thousands of 
tenant farmers in Ireland. There were 
judges in Ireland who held Nationalist 
views in politics, but they confined them- 
selves to the performance of their own 
duty, and left politics to Parliament and 
to the people whose duty it was to attend 
to such matters. He held that it was 
unfair that this judge should use his 
position for the propagation of his anti- 
quated ideas on Irish politics, and he 
protested against it. There was nothing 
worse in the whole country than that of 
which Judge Morris was a sample. An 
Irish Tory was thorough, but when they 
got an old Liberal made into a Tory, then 
he was the most pestilential thing in Lrish 
politics. That was exactly what the 
learned judge was, and he for one pro- 
tested against this gentleman administer- 
ing the Land Acts. 


Administration of 


(11.13.) Mr. ATKINSON said he 
should not follow the example set him by 
making this the occasion of ventilating 
his own opinions upon the Land Purchase 
question, or any other matter not ger- 
mane to the question before the House ; 
nor did he intend to enter into a biogra- 
phical sketch of the life of Judge O’Connor 
Morris ; nor should he dissect his opinions, 
save so far as they touched the subject of 
the Motion; nor, indeed, should he dis- 
cuss whether the judge was as severe as 
his hon. friend said upon the Members of 
the other side of the House, and, even if 
he were, he supposed his hon. friend 
would not think for that reason the judge 
was beyond redemption. This judge 
held his appointment, as any judge of a 
superior court did, under statute, and he 
could not be removed save by address 
from the two Houses of Parliament. He 
thought that, notwithstanding all that had 
been said of him, he might have some 
reason to be proud of the course which 
this discussion has taken. He had appeals 
from the Crimes Act Court—perhaps that 
was thereason for this debate. [Nationalist 
cries of “No, no.”]| There had been an 
almost daily spectator of these proceed- 
ings, viz., the hon. Member for South 
Mayo; and he was the man who had 
thought it wise to urge these appeals. 
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But Judge O'Connor Morris had heen a 
judge of the country for twenty-five years 
or more, and there was no desire manifested 
by hon. Members who have taken part in 
this debate to spare him; but from the 
whole of his judicial career no single 
instance had been adduced either of mis- 
conduct or dishonesty in his office. 

It was said such a case could not occur 
in England. [Opposition cheers.| Hon. 
Gentlemen cheered, but he relied on an 
English precedent. In one of the greatest 
cases of this character ever brought to the 
notice of that House—the case of Lord 
Justice Abinger in 1843, arising out of 
language used in reference to Chartist 
riots—the test to which he had referred 
was laid down by Lord John Russell and 
by Sir James Graham. ‘The question was 
not whether we approved of the judge’s 
language, but whether we thought he had 
been altogether discreet ; not whether we 
might be of opinion that it would have 
been better if the judge had rather in- 
dulged in his energy of silence, but 
whether there was prima facic proof that 
he had acted in such a way as to justify 
his removal from the bench for either cor- 
ruption or misconduct. He would quote 
from (3) /ebates, volume Ixvi, at page 
1129— 

“I agree with the noble Lord in thinking 
that the due administration of justice is pro- 
moted by the exercise of the vigilance of Parli- 
ment, and, therefore, | by no means object to 
questions of this nature being raised in the 
House ; but on the other hand, I feel strongly 
that it is due to the cause of justice itself to 
defend the judges of the land, unless we shall 
be satisfied that their conduct has been corrupt, 
and their motives dishonest. It is only fair to 
a judge, considering his eminent station, the 
great power with which he is entrusted, and the 
grave responsibility under which he acts, that 
the Hoase should not adopt such a motion as 
this unless, in our deliberate judgment, we are 
satistied that there has been manifested, on the 
part of the judge who is the object of it, a bad- 
ness of heart and a corrupt intention, which 
have contributed to the perversion of his judg- 
ment.” 


Justice in Ireland. 


Lord John Russell also spoke in an earlier 
part of the debate, and, although he 
highly disapproved of the language of the 
learned judge, he said— 


‘** He regarded the independence of the judges 
to be so sacred that nothing but the most im- 
perious necessity should induce the House to 
adopt a course which might by any means imply 
that the judges were to depend for the future, 
not on the sanction of an Act of Parliament, 
not on that tenure which had protected them 
so long as they were not guilty of any crime, 
but on the particular views of a particular por- 
tion of their fellow-countrymen.” 
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He would commend to the hon. Gentle- 
man who moved the Motion the para- 
graph at page 1090, where Lord Thes- 
singer said— 

“Tf the House sanctioned all the inquiries 
of this nature that might be suggested, there 
would be no end to them. In every case that 
came before a judge there was sure to he one 
disappointed party, because one party must be 
unsuccessful, and as every man was prone to 
think that his case had merits, if this were to 
be the rule they would have every disappointed 
suitor coming to the House to complain that his 
case had been hardly dealt with by the judge 
who tried it, that the judge was not impartial, 
that he had not shown equaminity of temper, 
and that he had not even legal knowledge. To 
talk of the independence of the judges, if this 
kind of thing were allowed, would be perfectly 
ridiculous.” 


Of all men, the least qualified to give 
any opinion, either of the justice or the 


impartiality of the judge, was the 
criminal who was sent to prison. 
[Nationalist cries of “ Oh!”) In this 


same volume it was laid down that there 
was no justification for an inquiry unless 
the House was convinced that there had 
been such misconduct as to compel the 
House to address the Crown to remove 
the Judge. Hon. Members had spoken 
of judges in relation to the Nationalist 
cause : but had friends of the Nationalist 
cause no prejudices, no views upon the 
Land Act and land legislation? Even his 
hon. friend did not suggest that— 


* Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Yes; but if I 
were a judge I would hold my tongue. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he believed that 
would be a wiseprecaution. But he was not 
defending Judge O'Connor Morris. — 
ionalist cries of “It’s a bad job,” and “ Don’t 
do it again.”]| He was not tobe removed 
because he had spoken perhaps too freely. 
What were the charges after his twenty- 
five years service that hon. Members 
most anxious to damage him had brought 
before the House? That he had cen- 
sured the Act of 1881. But if his hon. 
friend who had spoken last was to be 
believed, everybody did that. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Everybody 
has not to administer the law. 


Mr. ATKINSON (continuing) said he 
was afraid that if men were only to be 
put on the Bench in _ Ireland 
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judges. [Nationalist cries of “ From Ger. 
many.”| Judge O’Connor Morris said 
that he disapproved of the Land Act of 
1881, but was that any reason why 
Judge O’Connor Morris should deny justice 
to the individual ? Many judges thought 
that there should be no such law as that for 
breach of promise of marriage, and 
thought that it was bad and unwise and 
led to evils ; but he should be very sorry 
to suggest that when cases of breach of 
promise were brought before such judges 
litigants would not obtain justice. The 
Master of the Rolls, whom he supposed 
no one would accuse of partiality or 
injustice, said the other day, when deal- 
ing with a bequest to a monkish order— 
{Nationalist cries of “ What ?”|—a 
monastic order, that he bitterly regretted 
that, owing to a provision in one of the 
sections of the Catholic Emancipation 
Act, he was obliged to hold that it was 
good. But was that any reason why he 
should not administer justice? It had 
been said that everything was abnormal 
in Ireland, and certainly it was ab- 
normal that the hon. Member for 
South Mayo, who now attacked Judge 


O'Connor Morris, only the — other 
night quoted Judge O'Connor Mor- 
ris to belabour the Government. Only 


the other day, the hon. Member for 
South Mayo relied strongly on Judge 
O’Connor Morris, and quoted him as 
saying that, of the many Governments 
which had dealt with Ireland, His 
Majesty’s Government was the worst and 
its policy the most wicked. 


The next offence was that Judge 
O’Connor Morris had approved of the 
way in which The 7imes newspaper had 
behaved towards Mr. Parnell. Was that an 
offence so grave as to disentitle him 
altogether to be a judge, and to unfit him 
for a judicial position? Next he was 
charged with turning the law of property 
topsy-turvy. Neither the hon. Member 
who proposed the Motion nor the hon. 
Member who seconded it referred to any- 
thing but one particular speech of Judge 
O’Connor Morris. The hon. Member who 
seconded the Motion said that one of the 
things heobjected towas that JudgeO’Con- 
nor Morris had congratulated jurors who 
had put in an appearance at Court and who 
had not taken the advice they had 
received to abstain; and, further, that 


had no opinions on the Land Acts | Judge O’Connor Morris sympathised 
they would have to import foreign| with Mr. Fenton, the Crown Solicitor. 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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He was quite free to admit that, in his 
humble judgment, it would be as well if 
Judge O’Connor Morris abstained from 
such expressions of' opinion ; but at the 
same time, he said it was trifling with the 
House of Commons to ask them to dis- 
miss a judge for corruption and mis- 
conduct on such grounds. That was not 
the Motion; but the Motion was the 
preliminary stage, and the question was 
whether an inquiry ought or ought not to 
be permitted, unless a primd facie case 
had been established. The hon. Member 
for South Roscommon went altogether 
outside the complaints of other hon. 
Members, and said that Judge O’Connor 
Morris was in the habit of using blas- 
phemous language. That was a serious 
charge to bring forward against a judge, 
without a single particle of evidence being 
adduced to sustain it except the state- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman himself. He 
thought it was unfair to the Judge and 
unfair to himself to spring an accusation 
of that kind without referring to any 
charge or important speech in which that 
language had been used. 


Mr. HAYDEN said he had heard the 
language himself. He really could not 
refer to any authority, because the news- 
papers of the district, for the sake of 
decency, refrained from publishing the 
language. If the right hon. Gentleman 
desired corroboration, he had only to send 
a representative to any court over which 
Judge O'Connor Morris was to preside, 
and he had no doubt that the right hon, 
Gentleman would get full and sufficient 
evidence. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: There is no charge 
of this kind in the Motion, which is con- 
fined to charges of political partiality. 
The discussion ought not to be extended 
to a fresh charge altogether. 


Mr. HAYDEN said he brought the 
matter forward merely to show the un- 
fitness of Judge O’Connor Morris for his 
position. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: That is, I under- 
stand, the object of the Motion, but this 
charge is not included in it. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that probably 


the best answer to the charge was that 
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it was not mentioned in the Motion at 
all ; and he could only express his amaze- 
ment that if it could be sustained, it had 
not been incorporated in the Motion. 
He submitted they were not laying down 
rules and canons of judicial taste for 
Judge O'Connor Morris. They were not 
called upon to express approval of every 
word that fell from him. They were 
there to take, or not to take, what was 
recognised as the initial step in proceed- 
ings for the removal of a judge, and that 
step ought not to be take nunless a / 
Jace case, showing that the judge ought 
to be removed, had been made _ out, 
After Judge O’Connor Morris had been 
twenty-five years on the Bench, those 
charges were now made against him for 
the first time. Never before had the 
attention of Parliament been once called 
to the action of the learned Judge, and 
he submitted that the charges were sup- 
ported only by allegations. 


Hid 


(11.38.) Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) 
said he should not have intervened in 
the debate were it not for one expression 
used by the right hon. Gentleman, wlio 
said that bringing forward the Motion 
was trifling with the House of Commons. 
He thought that was a most uncalled for 
observation. On the contrary, what- 
ever decision the House might arrive at, 
the discussion which had arisen would 
prove very beneficial to the country. 
The reference to the case of Lord 
Abinger also showed that the right hon. 
Gentleman felt very much embarrassed 
as to what line of defence to take ; 
because it would be absurd to say that 
the House of Commons would never pass 
a Motion of that kind except on the two 
grounds specified in the speeches to 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
referred. There had been cases of re- 
moving judges for incapacity, excessive 
old age, and other causes; and the 
question the House had to decide now 
was whether a case had been made out 
for inquiry. 

He confessed to considerable em barraas- 
ment in dealing with the Motion. One 
reason was that he had known Judge 
O'Connor Morris for a great number of 
years, and he would say, in agreement 
with the right hon. Gentleman, that 
undoubtedly Judge O’Connor Morris 
was a man of unimpeachable honour 
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and great literary ability. He started 
with that premiss, and he did not think 
that a word could be said against the 
honour of Judge O’Connor Morris al- 
though he had been betrayed intoa false 
position. While saying that, however, he 
wished to remind the House of the 
peculiar position occupied by a County 
Court Judge in Ireland. He was Chairman 
of the Quarter Sessions, before whom all 
criminal and licensing cases triable at 
Quarter Sessions came, and also the 
judge, before whom all civil suits up to 
a limit of £50 were tried. He in 
fact the president of the poor man’s 
court, and if there was an institution in 
Ireland which it was most important 
should be placed beyond the reach of 
suspicion it was the office of County 
As the right hon. 
Gentleman had said, a County Court 
Judge was not removable except on the 
Motion of both Houses of Parliament, 
and in that respect he was different from 
aremovable magistrate. It 


was 


Court Judge. 


should also 
be remembered that all appeals between 
landlord and tenant in the County Court 
came before him; and that all valuations 
and the fixing of rents were determined 
by him if the parties chose to go before 
him instead of before the Land Com- 
mission. He administered the Land Act 
of 1870, the Land Act of 1881, and the 
various amending Acts ; and he also fixed 
the compensation to be paid to an evicted 
tenant for improvements. In fact, it was 
much more important that the County 
Court Bench in Ireland should pre- 
served from the suspicion of partiality 
than even the highest court in the land. 


be 


Under those circumstances, what ex- 
tenuation did the Attorney General put 
forward for the course pursued by Judge 
O'Connor Morris? In the first place the 
learned Judge had published a variety of 
works, and if he had rested there the 
Motion might never have been heard of. 
In those publications he denounced the 
policy of successive Governments with 
reference to land legislation. He himself 
thought that a judge who had to deter- 


Mr. Hemphill. 
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mine cases arising out of the construction 
of the Land Acts, if he had entertained 
those to 
expression to them until he had retired 
from the Bench. 


opinions, ought not give 
Sut Judge O’Connor 
Morris was not satisfied merely with 
publishing? these philippics against the 
whole policy of successive Governments, 
but when charging juries in particular 
cases he indulged in tirades against the 
policy started by one Government and 
amended by another Government, and he 
proceeded to attack the present adminis- 
tration for having improved the Land 
Purchase Acts so as to enable the Dillon 
The duty of the 
learned Judge was merely to preside as 
Chairman at Quarter Sessions, to take up 
the Bills of Indictment against the 
prisoners who were returned for trial, and 
to the Grand 
Jury as would guide them in returning 
true Bills or not. Instead of doing that, 
he attacked the County Council of Sligo 
because they had dismissed their solicitor. 
What had the County Court Judge to say 
to the conduct of a wholly independent 
body whose office was as important and 


Estate to be purchased. 


to make such observations 


as eminent as his own, and from the seat 
of justice where no one could interpose 
without being guilty of contempt; to 
attack them for the exercise of an un- 
doubted right. But he was not satisfied 
with that, because he went on to refer to 
some alleged instructions which were 
given to jurors to absent themselves from 
court. It turned out that no such in- 
structions had ever been given, and he 
congratulated the jurors on their atten- 
dance and for disregarding a warning 
which had never existed. Having done 
that, he then proceeded to attack the 
whole system of land purchase. He 
complained of the present Government 
as having encouraged a combination 
among the tenants against the payment 
of rent, by the sale of the Dillon es- 
tate to the tenants by the Congested 
Districts Board, and he pointed out that 
the whole system of law, as established in 
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Ireland, by the wisdom of statesmen and 
of successive Parliaments, was nothing 
but a system of rohbery and confiscation. 
He saw on both sides of the House many 
hon. Members who occupied the position 
They 
knew the duties cast on them by the law 
Would 
they think of indulging in such philippies 


of chairmen at Quarter Sessions. 
and the limits of those duties. 


on questions of public interest not im- 
mediately concerning the business they 
Could it be said then 
when the attention of this House was 


had to discharge ! 


called to those observations that it was 
merely trifling with the House? On the 
contrary, he thought that the House was 
indebted to the hon. Member who had 
brought forward the Motion. 


For his part, speaking with considerable 
experience, he highly deprecated the prac- 
tice—a practice that too largely prevailed 
in Ireland, not only on the County Court 
Bench but on higher Benches—whencharg- 
ing Grand Juries to embark on political dis- 
sertations which were completely outside 
the province of a judge, whose duty was in 
the language of the old maxim “not to 
make the law, but to pronounce the law.” 
He was sure that Judge O'Connor Morris 
would regret yery much that he was 
hetrayed into a false position, and if it 
were only on one occasion, and if it 
were not that the charges were merely 
the echo of what he had been publishing 
year after year, in the very able, but, in 
his opinion, fallacious books to which the 
judge had put his name, there might 
have been something in the observation 
of the right hon. Gentleman that it was 
unreasonable to ask the House to criticise 
one single charge. But they had had 
the judge indicating that he was in such 
a state of mind as to make it almost 
impossible for him to adminster justice 
fairly between landlord and_ tenant. 
What a mockery and a farce it was 
to suppose that a man who was tried 
hefore two removables under the Crimes 
Act, and had no appeal except to the 
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County Court judge, would expect to 
get fair play and justice. There was no 
tribunal of appeal on matters of fact 
under the Crimes Act, except to the 
Quarter Sessions, and at a time when 
there were rumours in the air that the 
whole of Ireland was going to be ramified, 
as it were, with those arbitrary and un- 
constitutional courts, was it to go forth 
that any judge entertaining the views 
entertained by Judge O’Connor Morris as 
to the agrarian condition to Ireland, was 
a judge to whom an unfortunate prisoner 
condemned by removables could appeal 
for justice ? 


*(11.51.) Str JOHN COLOMB said 
that with regard to the terms of the 
Motion, he should like to draw the 
attention of the House to the value 
of the debate. It opened with less general 
charges against the conduct and 
language of the judge in his books, 
pamphlets, and speeches, and it closed 
with a speech from a distinguished ex- 
County Court judge who bore testi- 
mony to the unblemished honour and 
perfect justice of his late colleague, 
Judge O’Connor Morris. He thought 
the habit of judges in Ireland enlarging 
on all sorts of subjects on the Bench was 
much to be regretted, but as long as Ire- 
land was Ireland, as long as Irishmen 
were Irishmen, and the judges on the 
Bench were Irishmen, he was afraid they 
would have to put up with that state of 
affairs. He had himself often listened 
to the right hon. Gentleman giving on 
the Bench intellectual treats on all sorts of 
subjects. 


Mr. HEMPHILL said his memory did 
not agree with that of his hon. and gallant 
friend. He knew his hon. and gallant 
friend often sat beside him on the Bench, 
but he also knew that he himself had 
always made it his study and business to 

confine his observations to the Grand 
Jury to the bills of indictment with which 
_ he had to deal. 





1119 


Administration of 
*Sm JOHN COLOMB said of course 
his right hon. friend’s observations were 
always germane; but his memory was, 
perhaps, likely to be keener in the matter 
than that of his right hon. friend, because 
these were incidents in his out-of-Ireland 
life to which he was not accustomed. He 
thought the debate on the whole was ex- 
tremely valuable. The object of bring- 
ing forward the Motion was patent to all 


who knew Ireland ; but again he would 
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draw attention to the fact that the right 
hon. Gentleman, himself a distinguished 
member of the Irish bar, a colleague 
and friend of Judge O’Connor Morris had 
borne testimony to his unblemished hon- 
our and justice. 


(11.56.) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 109 ; Noes, 
196. (Division List No. 74.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bay ley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Brown, George M.( 
Brunner, Sit 
Burns, John 


Joyce, Michael 


Edinburgh) 


John T inson 
hn Tomlit Kennedy, 


Caine, William Sproston 
‘aldwell, James 

ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Jarvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Jauston, Richard Knight 
‘ogan, Denis J. ‘ 


Lundon, W. 


‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
raig, Robert Hunter 
rean, Eugene 


‘ullinan, J. 


~ RRA 


MM“ ‘rae, George 


Hayden, John Patric} 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Patrick James 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Llovd-George, David 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 


Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Jose ph 
Priestley, Arthur 


Rea, Russell 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer,Rt. HnC. R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M‘Kean, John 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, 7. oe 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Duncan, J. Hastings 


Murphy, John 


Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moone y; John J. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan,Col. JohnP. (¢ ralway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy: 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Young, Samuel 





Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


ifammond, John 
Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N. | 


, O'Malley, William 
| O'Mara, James 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 


Patrick O’Brien. 
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Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tyate 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Balcarres, Lord 

salfour, Rt. Hon. A..J.(Manch’r) 
salfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 

Banbury, Frederick George 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bigneld, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Be usfield, William Robert 

Brassey, Albert 


Butcher, John George 


urson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
endish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 

ivendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
il, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

il, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
hamberlain, .f. Austen(Wore’r 


haplain, Rt. Hon. Henry 
—_—— Edward 
ha: rington, Spencer 

, Captain Pere sy A. 
“ad ime, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘oghill, Douglas Harry 


ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
olomb,Sir JohnCharles Ready 
olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
! orig Sir Savile 

, Henry John C. 
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Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mance’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
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NOES. 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson,.Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(El¢in& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, SirEW(B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, W.Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Roland 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury.Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent,Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Sheftield, Brightside 


Hope.J. F.( 
Howard.John( Kent, Faversham 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
William (Belfast) 
Hey wor vd (Sussex) 


Johnston, 
Johnstone, 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohn H. 


Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Keswick, William 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 


Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,C vo. CharlesW.(Eyesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsda a John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard a 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn.V 
Maxwell, Rides E. (Wig mi 
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Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott(Hants) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David.J.(Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Monm’thsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham( Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Parkes, 
Pease. Herbert 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Hrnest 
Purvis, Robert 


Ebenezer 
Pike( Darlington) 


George 


Randles, John S. 

Rate liff, R. KF, 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farqukarson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,Hon. M.W. Stalybridge 
Ridley, < Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

R Herbert (Hackney) 
Brooke 


Robertson, 
Bohinson, 
Rolle ston, Sir John F. L 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj..J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 






Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Maxwell, W.J.H. (D’ sdeaidon | | Tuke, Sir John Batty 
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Valentia, Viscount Willoughbv de Eresby, Lord | Wylie, Alexander 
Warde, Colonel C. E. Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 


Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Webb, Colonel William George | Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks.) TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunt’n | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) | Sir William Walrond and 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | Worsley- Taylor, Henry Wilson | Mr. Anstruther 


WAYS AND MEANS. required in either class of Savings 
Considered in Committee. | Banks.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


NEW LICENCES (IRELAND) BILL. 


(In the Committee.) | 
| 
| ORDER FOR SECOND READING READ. 


[Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8S.) in the | 
Chair. ] | Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if the 
| Attorney General could state the views 
1. Resolved, That, towards making | of Judge O’Connor Morris on the Bill? 
good the Supply granted to His Majesty | 
for the service of the years endingonthe| Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. I think 
31st day of March, 1901 and 1902, | it is the only subject on which he has 
the sum of £5,512,396 2s. 5d. be) not expressed an opinion. 
granted out of the Consolidation Fund 
of the, United Kingdom.—(Mr. Chancellor | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does the right 
of the Exchequer.) 


| hon. Gentleman object to the Second 


2. Resolved, That, towards making | | Reading # 


good the Supply granted to His Majesty | 

for the service of the year ending on| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
the 3lst day of March 1903, the sum of | Objection has been taken in other 
£68,181,600 be granted out of the Con- | quarters. 

solidated Fund {of the United Kingdom. | 


—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) | Second Reading deferred till to- 


morrow. 
Resolutions to be reported upon 
Thursday, Committee to sit again to- . 
South African War—Recent News from 
morrow. 
the Front. 
SAVINGS BANKS FUNDS. On the Motion for the Adjournment, 





Ordered, That a Select Committee be} Mr, O’MARA asked if the Chancellor 
appointed to inquire into the general | of the Exchequer would say whether 
condition of both Savings Banks Funds | there was any further news from South 
in respect of their capital and income | Africa. if 
accounts, and the authorised investments | 
thereof, with special reference to the | Sin M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir; 
loss of income which will be incurred by | | not that I know of. 
the ‘reduction of the rate of interest | 
in Consols in 1903; and to report 

; ae , Adjourned at ten minutes after 
whether any administrative reforms are Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 12th March, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS). 


Report [11th March] from the Select | 


Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
John Burns, Sir John Dickson-Poynder, 
and Mr. Peel. 


SHEPTON MALLET GAS BILL, 
ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS BILL, 
FINEDON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 

BI 


HIGHAM FERRERS AND RUSHDEN 
WATER BOARD BILL, 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


CORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Lea Green ; 
Bold ; Havannah, St. Helens; Sutton 
Heath ; Nantmelyn; George ; Tyr Ergyd ; 
Taff and Cynon; Gorllwyn ; Dullas ; 
Lletty-Shenkin; Bwllfa; Treaman ; 
Werfa ; Gwrhyd ; Blaenant ; Aberanan ; 
Victoria ; Tunnel ; Cvmaman ; Cwmneol ; 
Fforchaman ; Lower Duffryn ; and Uni- 
versal Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


CREMATION BILL. 


Petition from St. Paneras, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
VOL CIV. [Fourts Serres. ] 
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FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN'S DISABILITIES BILL. 


Petition from the Personal Rights 
Association, in favour; to lie upon the 


| Table. 


| HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
| _ (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 


| Petition from Shoreditch, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

| Petitions in favour : From Cleethorpes ; 
| Waltham ; Whitchurch ; Fleetwood ; and 
| Cheadle ; to lie upon the Table. 
| 
LICENSING BILL. 

Petition from Westmoreland, in favour 

of Clause 8 ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 

| 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
| (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition of the Grand Lodge of Scot- 
land of the Independent, Order of Good 
| Templars, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

| Petition from Woodford, in favour ; to 
| lie upon the Table. 
| 
| 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Bold; Hav- 
annah, St Helens ; Sutton Heath; and 


Lea Green Collieries; to lie upon the 
| Table. 





PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING; 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMEND- 

| MENT BILL. 

|_ Petitions in favour: From Barrhead ; 
| Dalkeith ; Maybole; Kinross; Govan; 
| Harthill ; Motherwell (two) ; Coatbridge ; 
Dalmellington ; Edinburgh (two) ; Bridge 
of Allan ; and Bannockburn ; to lie upon 
the Table. 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Fulham, in favour ; to 
| lie on the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
| 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
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authorising the construction of Light | 
Railways in the County of Stafford, in the 

parishes of Wednesfield and Short Heath, 

and the abandonment of certain Light 

Railways authorised by The Essington 

and Ashmore Light Railway Order, 1900 

(Essington and Ashmore Light Railway, 

Amendment and Extension Order, 1902) 

|by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light 
Railways in the County of Stafford, in the 
boroughs of Stoke-upon Trent, Newcastle- 
under-Lyme, Longton, and Hanley (?ot- 
teries Light Railways (Extension) Order, 
1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by. the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light 
Railways in the urban and rural districts 
of Dartford, in the County of Kent (Dart- 
ford Light Railway Order, 1902) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
tied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
autherising the construction of Light 
Railways in the boroughs of Jarrow and 
South Shields, in the County of Durham 
(Jarrow and South Shields Light Rail- 
ways Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of | 
Light Railways in the parishes of 
Edgware, Finchley, Friern-Barnet, Hen- 
don, Hornsey, Kingsbury, Little | 
Stanmore, Southgate, Tottenham, | 
Wembley, Willesden, and Wood Green, 
in the County of Middlesex (County of | 
Middlesex Light Railways Order, 1901) | 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. | 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the County of Suffolk, 
from Lowestoft to Kessingland (East 
Anglian Light Railways Order, 1902) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the constraction ofa 
Light Railway in the parish of Clifton, 
in the rural distr ct of Barton-upon-Irwell, 
in the County Palatine of Lancaster 
(Barton-upon-Irwell Light Railway Order, 
1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the urban districts of 
Pemberton and Ashton-in-Makerfield in 
the County Palatine of Lancaster (Wigan 
Light Railway Order, 1902) [by Com, 
mand |; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by thg 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board o 
Trade, authorising the construction 4 
Light Railways in the city of Worceste 
and the rural district of Martiey and 
Upton-on-Severn, in the County 
Worcester (Worcester (Extension) Ligh 


7) 


Railways Order, 1902) [by Command |}, 


to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1596. 

Copy presented, of Order made by th 
Light Railway Commissioners, and mod 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trad¢ 
authorising the construction of a Ligh 
Railway in the County of Southamptor 
from Lyndhurst to Lyndhurst Roa 
(Lyndhurst Light Railway Order, 1902 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the ‘able. 


D 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1396. 
Copy presented, of Order made by th 
Light Railway Commissioners, and mod 
fied and confirmed by the Board oi Trad 
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authorising the construction of Light 
Railways in the Counties of Southampton 
and Surrey, from Aldershot to Farn- 
borough (Aldershot and Farnborough 
Light Railway Order, 1902) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 


Trade, authorising the construction of 


















from Loughborough to Mountsorrel, and 
in the borough of Loughborough (Lough- 
borough and District Light Railways 
Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the city of Worcester 
nd in the rural districts of Pershore and 
Upton-on-Severn, in the County of 
Worcester (Worcester and District Light 
Railway Order, 1901) |by Command] ; to 
ie upon the Table. 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
‘rade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the County of Sussex, 
between Northiam and Rye (East Sussex 
Light Railway Order, 1901) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
he Light Railway Commissioners, and 
onfirmed by the Board .of Trade, autho- 
ising the deviation of a Light Railway 
buthorised by the Middleton Light Rail- 
ways Order, 1898, and for other purposes 
Middleton Light Railways (Deviation, 
tc.) Order, 1902) [by Command]; to lie 
npon the Table. 
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COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


: Order for Second Reading read. 


by th}*(12.15.) Mr. PICKARD (Yorkshire, 
d modV.R., Normanton): Before I proceed to 
 Tradqeal with the merits of the Bill I wish to 





{12 Marcu 1902} 


modified and confirmed by the Board of | 


Light Railways in the County of Leicester, , 
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take this, the earliest opportunity of say- 
ing that, so far as the second clause is 
concerned, it is dropped ; we do not in- 
tend to proceed with that part of the Bill, 
although, from a Government point of 
view, it would afford most valuable pro- 
tection for life and limb, and prove of great 
service in the management of mines gener- 
ally. Ido not think there is any colliery 
owner in this House who will not agree 
with me that the number of foreigners 
employed in our mines today constitutes 
a matter worthy of serious consideration, 
and some day the House may have to be 
called upon to decide whether or not 
these people shall continue to be so 
employed. 

Now I come to the Bill itself. Since 
1800 we have had passed in this House 


some fifty-three Acts of Parliament, 
twenty-one of which have directly 
affected miners, and the remainder of 


which do so indirectly. I have long 
since come to the conclusion that every 
child who enters a mine should do so 
under very many safeguards. At the 
present time, however, we have very tew 
safeguards, and those who come into the 
mines between the ages of thirteen and 
sixteen are simply allowed to run riot 
almost, and are at the whim and caprice 
of the management of the colliery. Cutis 
and kicks are the order of the day, and 
if a boy does ever so little wrong, he is 
sure to get severe punishment before 
twenty-four hours have passed. I range 
myself alongside those who have gone 
before, and who have done so much by 
their humanitarian efforts to protect the 
weak against the strong. Lord Shaftes- 
bury, although many strong words were 
used against him, never flinched from or 
shirked his duty when fighting for the 
women, the girls, and the boys, and he 
gained for himself the sympathy of all 
who claimed to have the cause of 
humanity at heart. Although he was 
not successful in his first efforts, he pegged 
away until he became victorious, and 
women and girls ceased to work in the 
mines. When I come to look at the 
great efforts he made in 1842 and later, 
| when [ remember that amongst all of us 
he stood head and shoulders high, not 
merely in intellect and humanity, but 
also in perseverance, in his effort to bring 
|about a reform, which I think colliery 
/owners today will admit has been most 
| beneficial, and when I remember what I 
| have seen on the continent, where women 
28s 
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and girls are still allowed to work in 
mines, I am encouraged in my determina- 
tion to leave no stone unturned to bring 
about an alteration of the law with regard 
to the employment in mines of boys 
between thirteen and sixteen years of 
age. These little fellows, everybody 
knows, are in a very awkward position. 


Some people think that the mine is a, 


sort of health resort for children, and 
that when the little ones are down in the 
mines they are happier by far than any- 
where else. I wonder those hon. Members 
who hold such views do not send their 
own children into the mines. When I 
come to think that a boy of that tender 
age is allowed to work ten hours a day 
for five days a week, I feel ashamed of 
my country. We condemn these boys, 
under this system, to hard labour for life, 
because, in my judgment, if you take the 
spring out of a boy by thus working him 
between the age of thirteen and twenty- 
one he is never able to recover it, and he 
never obtains that vitality which is en- 
joyed by those who breathe more fresh 
air. I know that some of the opponents 
of this Bill have never been down into a 
mine, and have never seen the conditions 
under which the boys labour. We have 
in our mines to-day more than 47,000 
boys under sixteen years of age working 
under these terrible conditions. In 
Scotland there are 6,400, in Northumber- 
land 2,300, in Durham 6,700, in York- 
shire 6,000, in Staffordshire (where you 
have the largest output) 1,100, in Lanca- 
shire 4,300, and in South Wales and 
Monmouthshire 11,000. These figures 
speak for themselves. The work of the 
boys is very arduous, and not only that, 
but the treatment of some of them by the 
men over them is something awful. 
According to a calculation made by the 
Durham Colliery owners, there are at 
least 100,000 lads between the ages of 
sixteen and twenty-one working in our 
mines, and thus we have a total of 150,000 
young fellows working underground 
under the direct management of mine 
owners and those whom they employ. 
These young fellows are subject to many 
things to which the workmen themselves 
would not submit. In faet, any one 
under twenty-one years of age in a mine 
is liable to be called upon by managers to 
do all classes and conditions of work. 
They have to work in bad roads; they 
have to lift and remove dirt where there 
has been a fall—and these are things 


Mr, Pickard. 
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which grown-up miners will not do unless 
they are paid a very high wage for it. 
That being the case, pressure is brought 
to bear upon the boys through their 
fathers, who are informed that unless the 
lads do the work, they may lose their 
employment. Thus the situation of both 
father and son is imperilled, and the 
pressure brought to bear is consequently 
very effective. 


Now, a boy under the Act is bound 

to work ten hours in any one day 
if called upon to do so, whereas the 
ordinary day’s work of the grown-up 
workman is only seven hours per day. 
From information I have received, I know 
that boys between sixteen and twenty-one 
years of age are often called upon to work 
ten, twelve, and even more hours per day. 
Could there be anything more unreason- 
able than that these young fellows labour- 
ing in our mines should receive such 
treatment? Remember, they are in a 
very awkward position. They cannot 
appeal to their fathers, and they cannot 
appeal to their Trade Unions. But if 
what I heard in this House some time 
since is true, they have a remedy, for it 
is in their power to stop a colliery ; and 
I know of no class of lads more likely 
and able to pursue such a course if 
they once make up their minds to 
do it. We have the utmost difficulty 
in Yorkshire to prevent the lads from 
striking, and thereby rendering a pit idle. 
Now, we want to destroy that state of 
things. We want to bring about a 
better condition of affairs. We want to 
secure that our lads shall not work more 
than eight hours in any one day, for we 
think that that is sufficient for any 
young person. Do those who oppose this 
Bill intend to contend that a boy gains 
more health and strength by reason of 
his having to work in a mine three hours 
longer daily than the ordinary miner? 
If they can show that, of course it would 
be sheer nonsense for us to argue that 
this Bill would better the conditions of 
the boys. But they cannot. I have 
}already said that their work is very 
arduous ; it is also, 1 may point out, 
dangerous. Some of the duties to which 
they are set require constant care and 
watchfulness, and in some cases the boy 
is in constant fear of runaway trains, and 
| feels that he may not live to see the 
| light of another day. 
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Sir, I would ask the opponents of 
this Bill to approach this matter from 
a humane standpoint. If you look 
at the number of lads who are in- 
jured in our mines, the conclusion 
is inevitable that something must be 
done for the boys. In some cases, boys 
have to crawl through passages ranging 
from twelve inches fto two feet three 
inches in height, with the result that 
they constantly suffer from sore backs. 
They are prone to sustain injury to the 
spine, and the effect upon their health 
is necessarily very bad. ‘There are 
hundreds of collieries where the seams 
are thin and the roads in a bad state of 
repuir. We had an arbitration case the 
other day, in the course of which it was 
elicited that the boys had to wade 
through hundreds of yards of slush and 
water; that they were wet up to their 
knees all the day through, and yet the 
humanity of the colliery company is 
simply such that there has had to be a 
strike, although the arbitration resulted 
in favour of the men. We have heard 
a good deal about dry and dusty 
mines, and there is no doubt that the 
dust kicked up by the men as they go 
along the roads is sufficient to choke the 
boys. I have been down mines in which 
ten or fifteen men have been walking 
together. You could hear them speak, 
but you could not see a single person 
about the place, and yeu may, therefore, 
depend upon it that the boys who are 
compelled to work under those conditions 
ten hours or more daily are not fit for 
much when they leave the mines. 
boys, in fact, suffer more from the dust 
‘than the men, seeing that the dust is 
found not in the working faces, but in 
the travelling ways and the main 
‘haulage. roads. I remember an 
Member on one occasion said there was 
no danger in the travelling roads, but | 
have taken the trouble to go through the 
Blue-book, and I find that a very large 
number of haulage accidents occur every 
year. What do the boys get for their 
‘long hours of labour! Between the ages 
of thirteen and sixteen years they receive 
only a penny an hour. Those between 
sixteen and twenty-one get a slightly 
higher wage, but even then it only ra’ 
from 10d. to 2s. 2d. day. The 
“trapper” boy is the worst paid, and his 
work the most ill-conditioned, in the 
whole mine. The boy himself is the 
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hon. | 
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butt and target of everyone in the pit. 
I myself have outgrown my twenty 
years work in the pit. I did not go 
down so early, perhaps, as some boys, but 
I began at the age of twelve and con- 
tinued until I was thirty-one or thirty- 
two years old. Since then I have been 
engaged in other work, but my experi- 
ence and the information I have since 
received has forced me to the conclusion 
that the work of the boy, from trapper 
to on-setter, is arduous, dangerous, and 
very ill-conditioned. I want to know 
why should ‘a boy or youth, simply 
because he is a boy or youth, be com- 
pelled to work ten hours a day, while 
the fully grown man only works seven 
hours a day? I think that is a fair 
question to put to hon. Members 
opposite. It is said sometimes that the 
boys are not harmed. I can remember, 
however, that when I was a lad it was a 
common saying that if a few strands of 
the rope were cut or frayed, the men, 
before trusting themselves to it, said 
“Try a rope of lads.” That certainly is 
treatment to which our boys should not 
be subjected. 

I may be asked, How do the boys like this 
system of things? My reply is that they 
do not like it at all, although they have 
little opportunity of saying so, I am 
sure if their opinion could only be tested, it 
would be found that the lads would sooner 
be out of it than init. Men like their holi- 

days, and so do the boys ; in fact, they 
dislike their work so much that they 
would play every day if it were not 
necessary that some money should come 
in to support life. I will ask this ques- 
tion. I have lived among miners nearly 
all my life. How many miners from free 
choice send their lads into the mines ? 
There is no man in this House who can 
answer that question except in one way. 
They would not send their children there 
at all if they could possibly avoid doing so. 
This Bill seeks to restrict the hours 
of labour of boys and youths to eight in 
any twenty-four hours. Why do we 
_want this? We want it because we 
believe the lads would be greatly benefited 
by a shortening of their hours of work, 
and because we honestly believe, too, that 
| eight hours in any one day is long enough 
| for either man or boy to work under ground. 
| We believe, further, that the bovs require 
'more time for recreation. Very few 
‘miners from choice send their boys into 
the mines, so they cannot be the health 
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resorts which some people seem to imagine. 
So far as we are concerned we have no 
desire to say anything hard about any 
one. Our idea is to have this matter 
argued out fairly and squarely. We hope 
the House will agree that boys from 
thirteen to twenty-one years of age ought 
not to work more than eight hours per 
day, and if we attain that end it will meet 
all our requirements. We want to pass 
this Bill because we want to secure for 
our boys a healthier and happier child 
hood. Take the case of a boy who gets 
up at four a.m., goes to the pit to work, 
and spends altogether some thirteen or 
fourteen hours at work and getting to and 
from it. What pleasure can there possibly 
be in his life? I cannot see where any 
pleasure comes in. Perhaps the mine or 
colliery owner obtains it from the know- 
ledge that another man’s children 
are labouring under such terrible con- 
ditions. We want the boys to have more 
time for athletics, so as to build up their 
constitutions and fit them for manual 
labour when they arrive at maturity. 
Above all, we want the boys to have 
some opportunity for self-culture. We 
do not want them to be shut out from 
night schools and classes. I remember 
that when I was a boy I had to do my 
reading by firelight. There were no 
candles allowed in those days, and there 
was no breaking up of the fire after it 
had been raked together for the night, 
and our wet clothes spread around it in 
order to get dry before the morning. 
Yet that was all the opportunity some 
of us had for self-improvement. I want 
the boys of today to have better oppor- 
tunities to further their own education. 


{COMMONS} 


I want them to ve in a position to fit | 


themselves for any position in a mine. 
A lad who goes down the pit at thirteen 
years of age, and works steadily therein, 
should be able, in due time, to obtain a 
first-class certificate showing his ability 
to manage a mine. I know that 


certain colliery owners are delighted to | 


help such young fellows forward. They 
are not all bad. Since I have been a 
Member of Parliament. I have had 
brought under my notice the cases of 
large numbers of illiterate men who, 
when they go into the polling booth, 
are compelled to put a cross against 
their names. I want that to be a thing 
of the past. 

It may be objected by some that this 
Bill deals with adult labour. It does 


Me. Pickard, 
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nothing of the kind. It only deals 
with boy labour under twenty-one, and 
I trust that those hon. Members who. 
have come here with speeches treat- 
ing the Bill as one affecting adult labour 
will kindly substitute the word “boy” 
for “adult.” I understand that some 
hon. Gentlemen are going to suggest 
a limitation of the hours to forty-eight 
per week. I have gone into that matter, 
and I have come to the conclusion that 
that would not affect the present con- 
dition of things at all. I have no faith 
in it as a remedy, and I therefore hope 
that the House, by passing this Bill, will 
try and minimise the evil conditions of 
things to which it has been my duty to 
call its attention. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now zead a second 
time.” 


(12.50.) Mr. BANBURY (Camber- 
well, Peckham) : 
Bill be read a second time this day six 
months. It contains two novel prin- 
ciples, both of which, to my mind, are 
bad. First, it interferes with personal 
liberty, because it proposes to empower 
the State to decide how long and when 
people shall work. I believe that to be a 
very dangerous precedent to introduce 
into legislation in this country. We 
practically decided this point a week ago, 
and it seems to me that the first part of 
this Bill is merely an attempt, in another 
name and in a slightly different form, to 
re-introduce the measure which was re- 
jected seven days since.t The second 
principle to which I have to draw atten- 
tion is still more novel, because it appar- 
ently aims at making a close corporation 
for miners. The object seems to be that, 
in the event of a strike, or of there being 
a necessity for increased production, the 
colliery owner shall be unable to increase 
his staff or to take any steps to enlarge 
the output of his mine. _I have heard it 
stated in the debates in this House upon 
the Eight Hours question that this was 
the real object at the bottom of the 
movement. It has generally been denied 
from the opposite Benches that it is so ; 
but I must say that, in view of this 
clause, I cannot help thinking that the 


| assertion that that was the origin of the 





+ See page 472. 


I rise to move that this. 
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movement istrue. It is no doubt the case | wages. It may be an excellent thing 
that the hon. Member has stated that he that the pay should be raised, but 
does not intend to proceed with Clause 2. it seems to me that the necessary 
But Ido not gather that he intends to | outcome of the Billi will be to diminish 





abandon it. 


Mr. PICKARD: Certainly. 


Mr. BANBURY: I understood him to | 


say that he did not intend to proceed 
with it this morning. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : He intends to drop 
it in Committee. 


Mr. BANBURY: But he has given us 
no undertaking that if, by any unfortunate 


chance, the first clause of this Bill should | 


become law the second clause will not be 
revived next year, and the argument used 
that the first clause will not work without 
the second. I listened with great interest 
to the speech of the hon. Member, for I 
was rather anxious to know upon what 
ground he proposed to justify this alter- 
ation in the law. He practically advanced 
only one ground, and that was the argu- 
ment of humanity. Of course, everybody 
on this side of the House, equally with 
hon. Members opposite, is anxious to do 
all that is possible to make other people’s 
lives pleasant and healthy. But one has 
to consider, in introducing regulations of 
this sort, whether they will really have 
the effect which the hon. Member antici- 
pates for them. He talked about the 


trouble and ill-treatment experienced by | 


boys in the mines. I did not quite 
gather what he meant by that, and 
whether it was the mine-owners or the 
men they employed who ill-treated the 
boys. 


Mr. PICKARD: Both. 


Mr. BANBURY: I understand the 
hon. Member includes both. Will he 
tell me in what way a boy will be benefited 
by reducing his working hours from ten 
to eight? The treatment of which com- 
plaint has been made will go on just the 
same as before, and it may even be worse, 
because, possibly, the boys will be ex- 
pected to do more work proportionately 
in the eight hours than in the ten. The 
hon. Member has complained that the 
wages of these a are very low. What 
on earth has that to do with this 
Bill? It is not a Bill for increasing 


and not to increase the wages of the boys. 
The hon. Member went on to say that 
| the miners themselves only worked seven 
hours daily. Iam not an expert in min- 
ing matters, but if the statement be true, 
| why on earth bring in an eight hours Bill 
| when the miners are only working seven 
hours already ? What we are contending 
for is that the employees should be free 
to come to an arrangement with the mine 
owners, and I hold that in all probability 
by such arrangements the system most 
suitable to both parties is secured. The 
hon. Member further spoke of the 
dangerous nature of the occupation of 
the boys, of the consequent injury to 
their spines, and of the general dis- 
comfort in which they had to work. But 
all this will go on just the same, whether 
the hours are shorter or longer. He 
spoke of the extremely unhealthy nature 
of a miner’s work, but in the same breath 
he told us that he himself went down 
into the pit at twelve years of age and 
worked there some twenty years, and we 
have before us in him an example of fine 
physique which scarcely justifies the sug- 
gestion that mining is unhealthy. 

The hon. Member further went on to 
say that miners did not like to send their 
boys into the mines, and would not do so 
if they could possibly avoid it. What, 
then, is the meaning of Clause No. 2? It 
| provides that no man shall be allowed to 
| be employed in a mine unless he has 

entered on such employment prior to 
| arriving at the age of eighteen years. If 
| miners will not send their boys down into 
the pits, how are the mines to be worked 
in the future? It is all very well for the 
hon. Member to say that he does not 
|intend to proceed with that clause. I 
| believe the real reason is his realisation 
| that it would be quite impossible to pass 
'it. The greater part of the hon. Member's 
| speech dealt with what oecurred to boys 
| between thirteen and sixteen years of age. 
Towards the end, no doubt, he had some- 
thing to say about boys between thirteen 
and twenty-one. Now it is a rather novel 
thing to apply the expression “ boy ” to a 
young fellow of twenty or twenty-one 
years, for I believe I am right in saying 
that many miners between twenty an 
twenty-one years of age are married and 
fathers of families. ey can hardly be 
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called boys, therefore. It seems to me 
that the argument of the hon. Member 
would have been more wisely directed 
against the present law with regard to the 
hours of work of young people between 
the ages of thirteen and sixteen, and if he 
had attempted to prove the necessity of 
amending that particular law, it might 
have been better policy on his part. 
But even if it is necessary, I fail to see 
how it is to be done. One object of the 
Bill is to apply this to hoys of twenty and 
twenty-one. Now, supposing that this 
Bill was to become law, would it affect the 
boys only, or would it affect the men too ? 
I am informed that the effect of the Bill 
would be, that not only the boys would 
be affected but the pay of the men would 
be affected--that boys not being allowed 
to work beyond eight hours would prevent 
the ordinary work of the colliery going 
on, and the result would be that the 
miners would have to work shorter hours 
and the output would be restricted. 

That brings meto the fact that the object 
of this Bill is to probably arrive by another 
method at the object of the Bill that was 
discussed last week. Suppose, for the 
sake of argument, that this Bill was 
passed, would it not be possible to employ 
men who were not miners, but who were 
over twenty-one, to do the work done by 
these boys, and if it were so, how would 
the boys be benefited, except in the way 
that they would not go down the pits at 
all? But possibly it is the intention of the 
promoters to prevent boys going down the 
I do not see how this Bill would 

enefit the boys in any way. It would 
take away their employment, and allow 
another class of men who were over 
twenty-one to do their work. That, in 
all probability, did not escape the pro- 
moters, and it was probably for that 
purpose that they introduced Clause 2, 
because it would prevent any competition 
with the boys from men outside. Now 
that. is dropped, the only result, so far as 
I can sea, is that the boys will not be 
employed at all. The general Act to 
which the hon. Gentleman alluded, the 
Mines Regulation Act, 1887, prohibits 
boys under sixteen working more than 
fifty-four hours a week or for more than 
ten hours a day. That seems to me very 
reasonable, and if any argument could be 
advanced to make any alteration in the 
Act, well and good, but this Bill does not 
make the alteration ; it introduces a novel 
principle altogether. 


Mr. Banbury. 


{COMMONS} 


(Employment): Bill. 1140 


Though we are told that Clause 2 
|is to be withdrawn, I really must say a 
few words about it, because it is such an 
extremely curious clause. The hon. 
| Member who introduced the Bill said 
| that miners, when they went into the pits, 
did a fair day’s work, and the only object 

of this Bill was to put such power in the 
| hands of the miners that the whole matter 
of the men’s condition could be controlled 
/by them. Now we know that when any 
| industry gets into the control of a body of 
men they are often led away by good 
motives, but they do not see far in front 
|of them, and their only object is to make 
life as pleasant as possible for themselves, 
/no matter how the industry suffers. But 
| the question of competition comes in here. 
I think it is a most unfortunate moment 
to come down and endeavour to create a 
close corporation of the men. Everybody 
| knows that any rise in the price of coal 
puts immensely increased difficulties in 
the way of every trade of the country. 
/Only two years ago we had a large rise 
in the price of, coal, and we had furnaces 
| put out and railway companies reducing 
their dividends, and the people deriving 
their income from them had to put up 
with it. There is no doubt that a rise in 
the price of coal is a most serious matter 
to the manufacturing interests of this 
country, and other interests extending far 
beyond those of the manufacturers. I 
have endeavoured shortly to put before 
| the House reasons which I hope they will 
| consider valid for rejecting this Bill. I 
have not in any way attem to pose 
as an authority on the details of the 
working of mines, but only to give the 
reasons which strike me, as a man of 
business, why this Bill is a bad Bill, and 
why, in the interests of the country at 
large, it ought to be rejected. 


(1.12.) Mk. HARDY (Kent, Ashford) said 
he seconded the rejection of this Bill be- 
cause the House was in a very peculiar posi- 
tion with regard to it. Last Wednesday the 
House rejected a Bill to restrict the hours 
of labour in mines to eight hours. The 
Bill now before the House contained two 

inciples—one to restrict to eight the 
foun of employment of boys under 
twenty-one years, and the other to pro- 
hibit free labour. The latter principle 
had heen withdrawn from their considera- 
| tion, and they were consequently thrown 
back upon the question of hours, which 
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they had discussed last week. He re-| With regard to the question of penalties, 
gretted that the hon. Member who he confessed that he never did understand 
moved the Bill should be absent at the why the whole punishment should be 
moment, as he should certainly have liked | thrown on the employer for seeing that a 
in his presence to have made the few man was not out of the pit at the end of 
remarks with which he proposed to trouble eight hours. It was decided in the last 
the House. session of Parliament, in a somewhat 
The Bill was divided into two analogous case, that in the case of the 
topics—one, the employment of boys. sale of intoxicating liquor to children, the 
under sixteen, and a second topic regard- responsibility should be thrown on the 
ing the various conditions of labour person who sent the child for the liquor 
under which they suffered, which had equally with the person who supplied the 
nothing whatever to do with the Bill, liquor. He thought that in this case the 
but should be dealt with under responsibility should similarly be thrown 
the Mines Regulations Act. The boys | equally on the parent, who hoped to obtain 
did not work fifty-four hours a week. To a little more wage for his son’s work, and 
his knowledge, boys were employedin most | on the mine owner. If he thought that 
mines only eight hours a day at present. the health or safety of the boys was in 
They went down at seven and came up any way involved, he should not oppose 
at three o’clock, and the ten hours, which the Bill ; but he did not believe that there 
was the legal limit, was hardly in vogue was anything in the Bill which would 
anywhere. But there was one thing upon add to the security which now existed. 
which he would like some information As | As the Bill at present stood, even though 
a rule, when these Bills were introduced, | it was shorn of that which he considered 
they always had another authority put the most objectionable part of it, he felt 
forward which was likely to influence it his duty to second the Amendment of 
the House, and that authority was the | his hon. friend. 
Miners Federation. He certainly thought | 
the hon. Member for Normanton would | Amendment proposed — 
have alluded to that, because it was in-| «To Jeave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
teresting to know, when a Bill of this kind | end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
was put forward without hardly any argu- | this day six months. ’”—(Mr Banbury.) 


ment being addressed to it, for the purpose | Question proposed, “That the word 


of altering the age from sixteen to twenty, | « now’ stand part of the Question.” 
what were the opinions of the miners | . 
themselves. He thought it curious that | 
the advocates of the Bill had passed over! *(1.25.) Sm CHARLES DILKE: Let me 
the fact that the MinersFederation, at their | first deal with one or two incidental points 
congress in 1901, reduced the proposed | in respect to which the hon. Gentleman has 
limit of age for boys from twenty-one to | just addressed the House. He alluded 
eighteen years. That was a matter that to the penalties as being one especial 
ought to be explained, so that the House | point objectionable to him. There are 
might know what the special reasons were | no penalties under this Bill. The offences 
for this somewhat exceptional legislation. | under this Bill are simply made offences 
If the Bill were passed,mine owners would | under the principal Act. There are no 
have to face a strange conglomeration of | other means of dealing with them but 
the hours of employment in mines. It that. If the hon. Gentleman can suggest 
would really almost become necessary for | a better way, I am sure Parliament would 
them to keep a register of the births of | consider it; but there are no special 
the persons in their employ. He was penalties in this Bill at all. He informed 
connected with mines which had been | us that there were. 
going on fer nearly 120 years, and it had | 

en almost a tradition that the sons Mr. HARDY: The Bill refers to 
should follow their fathers in employment | Section 9 of the Mines Regulations Act, 
in the pits ; but if the House put restric- | which refers not only to boys, but to men. 
tions on their labour, which he did not 
believe were necessary, he doubted “Sm CHARLES DILKE: If a case can 
whether there would be the same readi-' be made for treating these offences 
tess on the part of miners to bring up differently from all other offences, they 
their sons in the same employment. ‘ought to be treated differently, but the 
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promoters of this Bill could not reason-| Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
ably treat them differently ; they treat | read an extract from the proceedings of 

all offences in this particular Act in the | the Federation. 
same way. | 
| *Srr CHARLES DILKE: That is the 
Mr. HARDY: All my argument is | opinion of one individual, and I share that 
that the promoters of the other Bill did | opinion. I should like to see the Govern- 
think it necessary to make certain ex-| ment pressed to bring in a Bill for limiting 
ceptions in the eight hours of labour— | the hours of boys. The Government are 
they dealt with the possibility of | opposed to the limit of hours for adult 
accidents and other matters, and I said it | labour, but it seems to me that they 
was only right that when they applied the | might fairly be asked to do something with 
same principle again they should take the | regard to the boys, and remedy this great 
same opportunity. ‘evil. That they might fairly be asked to 
|do. But the suggestion which was made 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: We cannot to the House was that the Miners Federa- 





discuss that now, but, personally, I am 
opposed to it. I always have opposed it. 
That change was made under compulsion 
in the other Bill—it was made to suit the 
views of the Government. I think it is 
a wrong principle. Under the Coal 
Mines Regulations Act, you are never 


tion themselves had passed a resolution 
| altering the age for eight hours labour 
| from twenty-one to eighteen years. That 
‘isnot so. That I wish to deny. The 
_ resolution which was carried by the Miners 
| Federation had allusion only to the age 
in this dropped clause. 


safe unless you throw the responsibility | 


on the manager. That is the principle 
in all factories and workshops. There is 


nothing new in that principle. But it is riot | 
proper to discuss that question now. I, 


merely say there are no special offences 
under this Bill; they are all dealt with 
under the Mines Act. Now I come to 
another point, which is also a side issue, 


and that is the second clause. That is the | 


clause we ask the House to allow us to 


drop out of the Bill, but both the mover | 


and seconder of the Amendment,who have 


alluded to this clause, have spoken of it as | 


if it was not abandoned and out of the way. 
The hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
has spoken of a change, as I understand 


him, with regard to this Bill generally, | 


which was made by the Miners Federa- 
tion of Great Britain. Do I understand 


him to suggest that at the last meeting of | 
the Miners Federation of Great Britain a | 
resolution | 


wish was expressed and a 
passed to change the age for eight hours 
labour from twenty-one to eighteen years? 


Mr. HARDY: Certainly. I referred 
to the speech reported in The Times. I 
can refer my right hon. friend to it. 


Mr. HARDY: I am sorry again to 
| have to interrupt the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but I feel bound to, as it rather 
looks as if I had attempted to deceive 
the House. The resolution was given in 
The Times in the speech of the speaker, 
|and at the end it said the resolution was 
agreed to. It did not give the resolution 
again, and therefore I assumed that it 
was the same resolution as that men 
tioned in the speech. 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE: The resolu- 
| tion as carried only had reference to this 
dropped clause. With regard to the 
| clause I will only say one word, though it 
is not part of our case. If the House had 
been asked to proceed with it, it would 
not have constituted so startling a depar- 
_ture from the present principle of law as 
the mover and seconder of the Amendment 
would have us think. Coal mining has 
| been dealt with altogether exceptionally 
| from this point of view, and it is the law 
|at the present time, under the Coal 
| Mines Regulation Act, that no man shall 
| work as a coal getter alone, without two: 
|years experience in other portions of 
the mine, and that dropped clause is a 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: The motion | clause which rather proposes to continue 
that was put and carried by the Federa- | the line which Parliament has already laid 
tion was a motion to alter the age from | down, than to enter on an entirely new 


twenty-one to eighteen with respec tto this 
particular clause—this dropped clause— 
and had nothing whatever to do with the 
principal clauses of the Bill. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 





principle. But it is not proposed to go 
on with that clause, and therefore I turn to 
the subject matter of the speeches of the 


| Mover and seconder of the Amendment. 
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The mover of the Amendment, iike all|the necessity for an eight hours law: 
those who have given notice to oppose, or | Surely the hon. Member has not much 
like three out of four, in a marked degree | acquaintance with coal mines. Surely 
has always opposed legislation of this| he does not doubt that a great number 
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description. 


I do not think he will deny | of boys even under the age of sixteen 


that. He was very frank in his statements, | work ten hours daily. 
will | . 


as we know, but I do not think he 


suggest that he expresses the views either | 


| Mr. BANBURY: 


| mines. 


of the majority of the House or of the 
community at large in his strong opposition 
to all legislation which limits individual 
labour. He will admit that the tendency 
of things is against him. The hon. Member 
held that this would be interference with 


personal liberty, although it only deals | 


with persons who are minors and non- 
electors. The persons who are affected by 
this Bill are not electors to this House. 
The hon. Member said that the State 
should not be allowed to say how long 
people should work and applied that to the 
principle laid down in this Bill, using the 


word people in the particular way as to | 


apply the word to young persons, and to 
nobody else. But the State has decided 
over and over again how long people shall 
work, and in some existing cases it has 
decided that adults, over twenty-one years 
of age, shall work 


Mr. BANBURY : In what cases ? 


* Str CHARLES DILKE: In the three 
dangerous trades which will be found 
specified. The Home Secretary has now 
power to prescribe certain hours, and in the 
case of three dangerous trades the people 


are prevented from working more than the | 


prescribed number of hours. 


Mr. BANBURY : 


danger. 


Only on account of 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE: I am going 
to make a case of danger for this Bill as 
regards persons under the age of twenty- 
one. It is a case not so complete—it is a 
perfectly strong case, but it is not so full 
and complete as it might be—hecause all 
the Government have ever done is to give 
us insufficient statistics. They have 
always refused to give us statistics, but it 
is a strong case, as I am about to show. 
The hon. Member who moved this Amend- 
ment said if people had to make 


I was alluding to 
The miners only work seven 
|hours. I said the men only worked 
'seven hours, therefore the boys ought 
| to work the same. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: In Northum- 
berland and Durham the hewers’ hours 
| are seven hours a day, but there they 

are considerably lower than elsewhere, 
That does not bear one way or the 
|other on this question. Now 1 come 
to the subject matter of the Bill, the 
boys and young persons engaged in 
mines. My hon. friend who moved the 
Second Reading of this Bill suggested to 
the House that these boys and young 
persons who worked ten hours below 
ground are engaged in very hard em- 
ployment, and in most cases are engaged 
in most dangerous employment. They 
| are not their own masters, and even in 

those districts where hewers work only 
seven hours a day, everybody knows 
they are habitually set to very danger- 
ousemployment. That isa very startling: 
statement, which my hon. friends from 

Northumberland and Durham are some- 

times inclined to deny. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: We deny it 


| now. 


| *Smr CHARLES DILKE: My hon. 
‘friends may deny it, but I think I shall 
| prove my case. My hon. friends do not 
_deny that some boys are put to very 
| hard work ; they say that a small number 
of boys do hard work, but the majority 
|do light work. With regard to the 


matter of danger, we have continually 
| pressed the Government to divide the 


| Dangerous Employments _ statistics, 
'and to give us the statistics of 
accidents, as they affect all the 


| various accidents in the mines, so as 
| to let us see what is the loss of life and 


arrangements they ought to make those | limb at each age, and what is the dan- 


arrangements between themselves. He 
said that people now only worked seven 
hours a day, and therefore asked what was 


gerous class of the trade. The Govern- 
ment have always declined to do this. 
They say it would give a good deal of. 
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trouble, and they have always declined to 
give it to us. ere is one case only in 
which it isdone. There is an annual Table, 


which applies not to accidents in general, | 


but to deaths in all the mines. 
That Table gives the number of 
deaths by accident in coal mines, arranged 
with regard to age. It arranges them in 
groups from the ages of sixteen to twenty, 
twenty to thirty, and thirty to sixty, and 
over sixty. That table applies to deaths 


only, and the number of accidents is not | 


on. The Table is arranged by the 
ome Office in such a way as to leave out 
the special dangers to everybody, whether 


they be young or old, and the Home. 


Office evidently wishes to consider the 


-eases of the old people who are working | 


in the mines. We find from the figures 
in the last year which is given that the 
proportion of deaths under the age of 
sixteen is the same as the proportion of 
the deaths at other ages, though in the 
previous year the proportion of deaths 


under the age of sixteen was very much | 


larger. This Table relates to deaths from 
accidents ; we have no such figures for 
accidents in general. While there is 
nothing to be said in respect tothe last year 
with regard to the special danger to 
persons under sixteen, where the loss by 
death has been the same as at other ages, 
the loss by death by accident between 
the ages of sixteen and twenty has been 
infinitely greater than at any other age. 
My hon. friend says he denies that young 
men between these ages are put to 
dangerous work. How can he deny it in 
the face of these figures ? 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: I deny it now. | 


‘year itself—the actual number of deaths 


*Sik CHARLES DILKE : How can he 
deny it on these figures? Here we have 
the fact that in the four years from 
sixteen to twenty there were killed in the 
last year 110 persons, and of the persons 
between twenty and thirty 225. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: Will the right | 


hon. Gentleman give us the figures for 
Durham and Northumberland ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Those figures 
are not given. But this Bill is not a Bill 


for Durham and Northumberland only, it , 


is for the whole country. I give you the 
only figures we have. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 


‘sixteen were seventy-seven. 
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Mr. JOHN WILSON: I do not wish 
to interrupt, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man prefaced his remarks by saying the 
boys were put in dangerous places, and | 
thought he was going to give us the 
figures for Northumberland and Durhan, 
which is our county. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I should have 
been glad to have them. We have 
had to constantly press the Home Office 
to supply us with statistics, not only with 
regard to deaths but with regard to all 
accidents. 


Mr. BANBURY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman giving us the number or the 


percentage 1? 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: I am giving 
the actual number of the deaths. 


Mr. BANBURY: 
period ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I will repeat 
what I said. The number of deaths by 
accident ir the last Return is given at the 
ages of under sixteen years, from sixteen 
to twenty, from twenty to thirty. 


For a_ particular 


An Hon. MEMBER: From four years to 
ten years 4 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Four years, 
then ten years, then twenty years, then 
over sixty years. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: Per annum ? 
*Sm CHARLES DILKE: No, for the 


The deaths under 
I made no 
allusion to that matter, although in 
that case they have been larger in 
previous years, but deaths between the 
ages of sixteen and twenty, a period of 
four years, is 110, between twenty and 
thirty it is 225. So that almost exactly 
half as many people are killed in coal 
mines in the four years between the ages 
of sixteen and twenty as in the ten years 


for the year itself. 


' between the ages of twenty and thirty. I 


say those figures are most startling ; and 
I say they prove a most ial case with 
regard to danger ; and I think I am right 
in saying that those figures practically 
endorse what fell from my friend. 
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Mr. JOHN WILSON : Not with regard | We do not quarrel over a thousand or 


to the northern coalfield. 


two, and I am prepared to accept his 
figure of 20,000, and he himself said that 


Sik CHARLES DILKE: No; it does | the great majority of those boys worked 


not contain the figures for the northern 
coalfield. I have not got those figures. I 
have given all the figures that I have, and 
Ican do no more. I think these figures 
emphatically prove the case of the hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Second Reading 


of the Bill, that boys employed below , 


ground over sixteen years of age should 
not be employed without a limit of time 
when employed upon dangerous jobs. My 
hon. friend stated from his own knowledge, 
seeing what he does of the men in the 
mines, that these boys, who were employed 
without limit of time over sixteen years of 
age, were commonly employed in doing 
dangerous work ; and these statistics from 
the deaths from accidents really prove 
that case. 
Now, it 
the course 


has been suggested in 
of this debate that there 
is no great number of these young 
persons who are employed for a 
very considerable number of hours. 
Both the two first speakers have suggested 
that the great majority of men do not 
work for long hours below ground and 
that therefore these boys between the 
ages of sixteen and twenty-one do not 
work as a rule for very long hours. 
There is no dispute as to the facts with 
regard to the counties of Durham and 
Northumberland, and | am quite pre- 
pared to accept the facts twice stated by 
my hon. friend the Member for Morpeth, 
whose absence we regret so much, from 
whose figures I gather there are about 
20,000 under twenty—he has not specially 
taken the figures for under twenty-one— 
for those two counties alone. My hon. 
friend is a plain man, he never attempts 
to explain away facts, he never attempts 


to state them otherwise than they are, | 


ten hours a day below ground. My hon. 
friends—I am not speaking of hon. 
Members on the other side—who repre- 
sent the labouring classes of these 
counties are not satisfied with the existing 
state of things. They have repeatedly 
said so, and they told the House the 
other day how difficult it was to change 
it. I want to ask them whether they 
are prepared to make to us any proposals 
for a change. They suggested in the 


‘recent debate, and also last year, that 


and he states them always with the | 


utmost honesty and frankness. My hon. 
friend has admitted that the great 
majority of the boys are engaged for 
ten hours from bank to bank. As regards 
the numbers, we have the figures from 
twelve to sixteen ; there are no figures to 
show how many there are from sixteen to 
twenty, but my hon. friend said it was 


difticult to see how the total could reach | 


On another occasion, in answer 


ed 


20,000. 
to a remark of my own, in which { ar, 


they might possibly accept a certain 
number of hours in the week, but not a 
certain number of hours per day. It has 
been stated that the usual course for 
Parliament to take in dealing with hours 
of labour, is to fix the hours ina week 
rather than the hours ina day. That is 
not quite true. I see my hon. friend 
here who knows the factory law. He 
will be aware that Parliament has done 
the two things; it has fixed both the 
hours in the week and the hours in 
the day. In many trades it has fixed 
them directly, and in others indirectly, 
but, directly or indirectly, Parliament 
has generally in its factory legislation 
tried to deal with both the week and the 
day. As my hon. friend reminds me, it 
does so in the Mines Act. In the law 
relating to the employment of persons 
under sixteen, it deals with both the week 
and the day. 

The hon. Member for the Wansbeck 
Division objects to what he calls “ cast- 
iron uniformity,” because the conditions 
of coal work throughout the country 
vary in different districts. But he 
already has cast-iron uniformity. By the 
admission of his colleague the Member 
for Morpeth, in the northern counties the 
great majority of the boys work ten hours 
a day ; that is through a fixed cast-iron 
day. He cannot expect that those of us 
who feel deeply on this subject should 
consent to leave alone the case of the 
Northumberland and Durham boys. He 
is not satisfied with it himself, and he 
wishes to find some means of overcoming 
the difficulty which he admits exists. It 
will always be impossible to deal with 
this question of the regulation of hours in 
, mines by any scheme of local option, such 


the number was about 24,000, he said | as some Members think might be adopted. 
that 20,000 would be nearer the mark. | We would sooner abandon all attempts to 
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legislate on this subject than leave North- | 


umberland and Durham entirely aside ; 
and I am sure my hon. friends who re- 
present those great mining constituencies 
do not desire that they should be left 
aside in any modern legislation with 
regard to hours; they do not wish to 
rest satisfied with the hours at present 
worked by the young persons in these 
counties. If there is any incontrovertible 
maxim in connection with legislation of 
this kind, it is that Parliament has always 
had special regard to the case of young 
persons. Surely no one can profess to 
think that ten hours in the short northern 
day below ground is a proper life for a 
boy of fourteen. My hon. friends, I am 
sure, do not stand alone in desiring to 
find some remedy, and I ask what remedy 
are they prepared to find? In a previous 
year there was a little passage of arms 
between the hon Members for the Mor- 
peth and Wansbeck Divisions and myself 
upon this subject, and the last thing I 
will put before the House is what they 
have said on the point—not with any 
desire to ‘ Hansardise” them (as ,the 
Prime Minister Lord Derby called it) or 
to obtain a triumph of words over them ; 
we all have the same object, viz., to 
improve a state of things which we think 
is unsatisfactory, although they find a 
difficulty with regard to the remedy. 
When this matter was discussed on the 


Coal Mines Regulation Act in 1887, the | 


hon. Member for Morpeth made a speech 
of considerable length. He explained the 
double shift system of working in the 
county of Durham, and how under that 
system the boys worked for ten hours 
consecutively below ground. He then 
went on— 


‘*T would not hesitate to say that it is a 

very bad system, and I would gladly vote for 
a limitation even to the extent of eight hours a 
day.” 
My hon. friends have lately been in the 
habit of telling the House that they want 
a limitation to forty-eight hours per week, 
and that they are not inclined to accept a 
limitation by the day. But on that oc- 
casion my hon. friend distinctly said a 
limitation by the day, and my hon. friend 
the Member for the Wansbeck Division 
said he agreed with all that had fallen 
from the hon. Member for Morpeth. 


Mr. FENWICK 
Wansbeck): Oh, no! 
Sir Charles Dilke 


(Northumberland, 


‘COMMONS} 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Then he did 
not agree? But they voted together. 


Mr. FENWICK: My right hon. friend 
must not put words into my mouth that 
I have not uttered. Let him quote from 
my speech in which I said I agreed 
with all that had fallen from the hon. 
Member for Morpeth. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE: I am sorry 
to trouble the House, but the matter is 
one of some importance. I am not seek- 
ing, as is commonly said, to put my hon. 
friend in a hole. 


*Mr. FENWICK: | think you are. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No, | am 
not. lam sincerely tryiag to obtain a 
solution of this question. Surely my hon. 
friend must know that the interest many 
of us take on this subject has nothing to 
do with dialectical fights in this House. 
Iam sure my hon. friend will do us that 
justice. As I said, | am not trying to 
put the hon. Member in a hole, but to 
put forward the best side of him on this 
question, and to see if we cannot together 
arrive at some solution of the difficulty. 
My hon. friend the Member for Morpeth 
said— 

‘*_it is a very bad system, and I would 
gladly vote for a limitation, even to the extent 
of eight hours a day.” 

At the end of his speech he repeated— 

“T feel so strongly upon the matter that, 

recognisirg al] the difficulties that are in the 
way, I should be bound to support the amend- 
ment in the division, leaving matters to adjust 
themselves as best they can.” 
And he did so vote. ‘the hon. Member 
for the Wansbeck Division says, and no 
doubt truly and conscientiously, that he 
did not go quite so far as that, although 
he voted in the same division. These are 
his words, and[ quote them only to 
justify myself to the House, because | 
think they give ground for thinking that 
he was in complete agreement with thie 
hon. Member for Morpeth— 

‘*It is said that the representatives of the 
miners do not take part in the discussion le- 
cause they are both to vote for eight hours a 
day. The reason we have not spoken is that 
we consider the ground has been sufficientiy 
covered by the hon. Member for Morpeth.” 


That led me to think that he completely 


agreed. But he says he did not, and, of 
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zourse, I accept his statement. 


were seme further words which pointed! and hazardous occupation. 


in the same direction, because he quoted | 


{12 Marcu 1902} 


not the hours per week but the hours | 


perday. He said— 


‘“« We have all along contended that ten hours 
a day was too extended a period for boys to be 
employed underground.” 


*Mr. FENWICK: And I think so now. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Then I will 


conclude by asking what practical pro- 
posals Northumberland and Durham are 
prepared to put before us on this subject. 
We may be able to find not an ultimate 
solution, but some temporary ground for 
acting together under the auspices, pos- | 
sibly, of a ConservativeGovernment. We 
heard just now that the Miners Federa-! 
tion had made a suggestion to the Gov 
ernment that they should introduce a Bill 
on this subject. That Bill would not 
bind any of us not to agitate for a larger 
programme; it would not prevent me 
voting for or supporting the complete 
Bill which was before us a week ago. 
3ut I think it is not inconsistent with 
that view that we should press even a 
Conservative Government, indisposed to 
legislate for adult labour, to deal with 
this question of the boys. 
them to do even that if they will, but, 
at all events, the responsibility lies not 
upon us who hold the larger view, but 
upon my hon. friends who hold the more 
limited view, 
difficulties which they 
exist. 


*(1.57.) Mr. FENWICK : 
late the oaniiias of this Bill on the fact 
that they have decided to drop Clause 2 
in the event of the Bill being read a 
second time and reaching the Committee 
stage. 
my hon. friend the Member for 
Normanton Division state that that clause 
was inserted in the Bill with a view to 
the safety of the men. I should have 
thought that if the promoters sincerely 
believed that the provision was calculated 
to promote safety, they would at all 
hazards have stood by it. I cannot for 
the life of me understand how those of us 
who are directly associated with the 
miners could willingly drop out of any Bill 
we had before the House a_ proposal 
which we honestly believed was calculated 
to promote the safety of those engaged in 





| I think 


| . 
| fensible 
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There | what must always be a very dangerous 


But, as I 
said, | congratulate the promoters on their 
decision. In the light of past experience, 
there is probably no more inde- 
proposition than that contained 


in Clause 2 fo this Bill. What has heen 


| the aim of the working classes of this 


| 
| 


| tunity of remaining Tonger 


country, and of the miners in particular, 
during the last fifty years or more? Has 
not one of their chief objects been to 
increase the age-limit, and to prevent boy- 
labour being employed in our mines! I 
venture to say they have pursued that 
object with marked success, as [ shall 
endeavour to show. Our main object in 
endeavouring to increase the age limit jas 
been to keep boys longer from. going into 
the mine and thus give them an oppor- 
in the hands 
of the schoolmaster than they previously 
had an opportunity of doing. ‘lhe House 
will remember that in the early part of 


| the last century the law permitted boys, 


and even girls, | am sorry to say, to be 
employed in our coal mines in this 
country at very tender ages indeed. 


There are cases cited in the Report of the 
Royal Commission which inquired into 
the condition of the employment of 


'children in the early part of the century 


Let us press | 
| having been taken into the mines 


to tind a solution of the/! 
themselves admit | 
}say that my 


there are two cases at least—of boys 
at the 
age of four and five years respectively. 
We are told by the Commissioners that at 
that time it was a common practice for 
boys and girls at the age of six and seven 
to be employed underground. I can only 


own father commenced his 


}employment in the mine at the age of 


I congratu- | 


| labours— 
I was somewhat surprised to hear | 
the | 








eight, and, unfortunately for me, | myself 
was compelled to enter the mine when | 
reached the age of ten years. In 1542, 
as the result of Lord Shaftesbury’s 
and nobody appreciates the 
services he rendered to the industrial 
classes of this country more highly than I 
do—the law abolished the employment of 
female labour in the mines and raised che 
standard age of boys to ten years, only per- 
mitting boys who were over the age of nine 
when the Act was passed, and who were 
then employed, to continue in their 
employment. In 1872 the age was still 
further increased ht ten to twelve, but 
l am sorry to say that even the Act of 1872 
left the Home Secretary with considerable 
authority to grant exemptions, and those 
exemptions were very largely granted 
to their mines. When the Coal Mines 
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Regulation Bill was before the House of 
Commons in 1887, an Amendment moved 
by my hon. friend the Member for Morpeth 
to limit the age to twelve years, was made 
universal in its application, and there 
were many of us at that time who would 
very gladly have seen it raised even to a 
higher limit. I am glad to say that two 
years ago, by the action of my right hon. 
friend the Member for the Forest of Dean, 
the age limit was still further increased 
by the unaminous consent of the House 
to thirteen years. Throughout all this 
period, as the House will see, the one aim 
and object that the miners have had in 
view, and have kept steadily in view, has 
been to increase the age limit and to keep 
their boys as long at school as possible. 
But now we have a proposal submitted to 
us by gentlemen who represent mining 
constituencies, and who are leaders of 
large mining organisations—we have 
them coming to us and proposing to 
limit us at the other end. They are 
proposing now that unless you go into 
the mine early you shall not go in at all, 
and that seems to me to be a most ridicu- 
lous proposition to submit to the judg- 
ment of men who know anything at all 
about the history of coal mining. You 
now permit a boy to enter the mine at 
the age of thirteen. He may work in the 
mine a week or a day, or he may be 
employed for twelve months. He then 
leaves his employment in the mine and 
goes to some other industry. 
away from mining employment perhaps 
ten, twenty, or thirty years. He comes 
back when he is well stricken in life, and 
because he was employed for a_ brief 
period while he was a boy im a coal 
mine, he is eligible for employment 
again. 

Mr. PICKARD: 


withdraw that clause. 


*Mr. FENWICK: I think | am in 
order in discussing this point, because the 
clause now stands in the Bill, and until 
it is deleted in Committee it is quite within 
the right of the House to consider it. A 
young man, because he has turned eighteen 
years of age, with all his mental and 
physical faculties in perfect health, for 
the reason that he was not employed 
before he was eighteen would not be per- 
mitted to find employment in a coal mine 
after the passing of this Act. It seems 
to me that no more __ indefensible 
proposition was ever submitted to the 


Mr. Fenwick. 


It is proposed to 


{COMMONS} 


He is| 
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consideration of this House. I was some 
what surprised to hear this afternoon the 
statement made by my hon. friend who is 
in charge of the Bill, with regard to the 
treatment of boys in our mines. I can 
only say that if the treatment in our mines 
of boys is such as was described by my 
hon, friend the Member for Normanton, 
it is a discredit to the trade organisations. 
of these districts that they should permit 
such practices to be carried on. We have 
no such practices in the North of England, 
and we would not tolerate them for a day, 
and if such practices were brought to our 
notice, peace men as we are, we would say 
to the employer: “ We will either stop 
your colliery or you must remedy these 
grievances, and compensate those who 
have been so treated either by your 
officials or by anyone left in charge by 
you.” My hon. friend said, and said | 
have no doubt very truly, that boys were 
badly paid. I certainly think that there 
is room for improvement in that respect. 
I agree that wages in mines are not as 
good as they ought to be. I was very 
much surprised the other day to notice a 
statement in a newspaper circulating in 
the North of England, which said that 
miners were working from six to nine 
hours per day, and were able to earn 
their £1 1s. per day. I have never 
‘heard of such wages, and I should he 
very glad if I could find that that state- 
| ment contained even a scintilla of truth 
in it. But how will this Bill improve the 
| wages of boys ¢ It does not profess to do 
so. My hon. friend has not advocated 
this Bill upon that ground. He has not 
attempted to show us in what way this 
Biil would tend to improve the wages of 
boys. He told us that there were boys 
working double shifts, but he did not tell 
us where. I can only say that, speaking 
| for my own county, we know of no such 
|cases where boys are employed upon 
}a double shift in one day. I would 
| say more than this. The law protects boys 
| under sixteen from working more than 
'ten hours per day, or fifty-four hours 
in the week, and by an agreement with our 
| employers in the North of England, boys 
| over sixteen, unless in some very few 
/exceptional cases, are absolutely for- 
| bidden to work more than ten hours 
| per day. Sothat, wherever else the hon. 
Member’s allegations may refer to, I am 
/sure that he will take it trom me that 
| this is certainly not true with respect to 
| the county of Northumberland. gj 
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Mr. PICKARD: I do not wish to 
convey a false impression. My remarks 
applied to two shifts of men. 


*Mr. FENWICK: That was not the 
statement made by my hon. friend. His 
statement was that boys were working 
double shifts and were working more 
than twelve hours. 


Mr. PICKARD: If the boys are over 
sixteen and under twenty-one years of 
age, there is no limitation. 


*Mr. FENWICK: My hon. friend says 
that so far as the law is concerned, it 
lays down no limit for boys over sixteen 
years of age. I know that it is only for 
young persons under sixteen that the 
l.w operates. But I am speaking of the 
practice outside the law in the county of 
Northumberland, where our agreement 
with the employers is that no boys over 
sixteen years of age shall be employed in 
the mine more than ten hours a day, orin 
very exceptional cases for half-an-hour 
longer, but none whatever beyond ten 
and a half hours. My hon. friend also 
spoke of districts where the boys were 
in the habit of being called up at four 
o'clock in the morning to get ready for 
their employment. All I can say is that 
those districts where such practices 
prevail are altogether different in their 
customs to what our customs are in the 
north of England. The earliest age at 
which’ a boy descends a mine in the 
north of England is six o’clock in the 
morning. About half the boys descend 
the mine at six o’clock in the morning, 
and another half go down at seven 
o'clock. My hon. friend did not tell 
us the districts where those practices | 
prevail, and I hope that he will take it 
from me that certainly such practices do 
not prevail in the north of England. 
I will leave that part of the subject, and 
come to an observation that was made 
by my right hon. friend the Member for | 
the Forest of Dean. I can scarcely | 
think, having regard to the nature of the | 
incident which took place in this House | 
last week, that my right hon. friend was 
as frank either with me or the House as | 
he usually is. He left the House last | 
week under the impression that I had | 
voted for a Bill which proposed to | 
shorten the labour of boys to eight hours 
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per day. Some gentlemen who are accus- 
tomed to write our Parliamentary history 
for us, declared in their London letters 
to the newspapers that I had _ been 


“cornered by my right hon. friend.” 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I am not 
responsible for that, and I never had any 
conversation with them. I know nothing 
of these “ Pictures in Parliament.” 


* Mr. FENWICK: Of course my right 
hon. friend was not responsible, but I 
am referring to the impression which his 
interruption and his subsequent attitude 
had, both on the House and on the repre- 
sentatives of the Press in the Gallery. 
One of the latter, in particular, described 
me as having been cornered by my right 
hon. friend ; and he went so far as to say 
how I looked under the chastisement I 
had received at the hands of the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. Another went still further, and 
said that the House jeered at me. Now 
I have had seventeen years experience as 
a Member of this House, and the next 
time the House jeers at me will be the 
first. No man will ever be jeered at in 
this House who endeavours, as I have 
done, to treat the House and _ its 
Members with respect. Another news- 
paper went on to say that no public 
reference was made to the fact by the 
right hon. Member for the Forest of 
Dean. The lists of the Division were 
shown to Mr. Fenwick, who could not 
explain the vote he had given for a 
Bill of which now he was a bitter oppo- 
nent. Now, will the House bear this fact 
in mind, that I never voted for a Bill to 
limit the hours of labour of boys. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: I never said 
anything about a Bill. 


* Mr. FENWICK : My contention is— 
and here, I think, I have some ground of 
complaint against my right hon. friend— 
that, having possessed himself of the facts 


| last Wednesday from the Library, before I 


resumed my seat, and some considerable 
time before the House came to a division, 
he did not put the House in possession of 
those facts. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I made no 
incorrect statement, and I have nothing 
to withdraw. 


2T 
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be confronted with if the change were 
made as proposed by the Bill before the 
House last week. My right hon. friend 
interrupted me by asking, “ What is the 
difference in the position now as 
compared with a few years ago, when 
the hon. Member voted for a Biil for 
shortening the hours of labour for boys ?” 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE : I never used 
the word “ Bill.” 


*Mr. FENWICK: I am quoting from 
Hansard. It is perfectly true that in 
1887 an Amendment was moved on the 
Coal Mines Regulations Bill by the late 
Mr. Stephen Mason, who then represented 
the Mid. Lanark Division, on Clause 6 of 
that Bill, which dealt with the hours of 
labour, to omit fifty-four hours and to 
insert forty-eight hours ; but that was a 
very different proposal to the one which we 
were asked to consider last week, or even 
today. But before the House went to a 
division on that occasion, and after the 
suggestion had been made by the late Mr. 
Childers, who was Mr. Matthew’s prede- 
cessor at the Home Office, Mr. Mason 
proposed to amend his Amendment by 
the addition of the following words— 

“That the Home Secretary shall have 
authority to grant such hours to a district as 
may be thought desirable.” 

Is my right hon. friend prepared to stand 
by that proposal ? 


*Sirm CHARLES DILKE: That was 
after the speech of my right hon. friend 
the Member for Morpeth, which I have 
referred to. 


* Mr. FENWICK: My right hon. friend 
refuses to be bound by anything stated in 
the Press. He is perfectly entitled to do 
so. But he will excuse me if I refuse to 
be bound by anything that I have not 
personally said or done. The proposal 
was of a totally different character from 
anything we are considering today. The 
vote I gave in 1887, I am prepared to 
defend today, and even to repeat. Is my 
right hon. friend prepared to accept that 
proposal ? 


*Srmrk CHARLES DILKE: The hon. 
Member spoke after the Amendment had 


{COMMONS} 


*Mr. FENWICK: Let me put the) 
House in possession of the language of | 
the right hon. Gentleman last week. I 
was discussing the difficulty we should | 
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been proposed, and he made no allusion to 
the suggested modification proposed or 
promised to be brought in by the Govern. 
ment. 


*Mr. FENWICK: It is perfectly true 
that I spoke after that proposal had 
been made, and I said, referring to the 
Member in charge of the Amendment, “ if 
the division is taken, notwithstanding 
the difticulties that may be in the way, I 
should have no hesitation in going into 
the same lobby with my hon. friend the 
Member for Mid Lanark.” It was 
after that amended proposition had been 
submitted to the House that I made that 
statement. It is really absurd for the 
right hon. Gentleman to get up and 
say that I made no allusion to the 
altered state of the Amendment, when | 
referred directly to the hon, Member who 
was in charge of the Amendment. | have 
all along contended that this was 
peculiarly an industry in which we should 
have some elasticity of arrangement. My 
right hon. friend talks of cast-iron uni- 
formity, but would he contend that such 
cast-iron regulations which we now have 
would be anything like what we should 
have if the hours of labour were, by 
statute, reduced two hours per day? 
If you endeavour to impose cast-iron 
regulations on such an industry as this, 
you will inflict infinite hardship on those 
employed in it. All along, in previous 
factory and mining legislation, the House 
has proceeded on the lines of a week!ly 
limit, and I maintain that the proposal 
in the Bill now under discuasion is a new 
departure. It is not for me to make a 
proposal which ought to come from niy 
right hon. friend. [ have told the House 
what I am prepared to do. It is for my 
right hon. friend to say whether he and 
his friends are prepared to make any 
modification with a view to secure a 
settlement of this vexed question. If they 
are not prepared today, then my duty is 
clear to vote against the Second Reading 
of this Bill. (2.30.) 


*(3.0.) Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Rotherham): I have the honcur 
to represent in this House one of the 
great mining constituencies in the 
country, and I feel it my duty to take 
| part in this debate and declare myself as 
_a warm supporter of the Bill before the 
House. I have received large numbers of 





il 


cO0 | 
con 
wa 
Th 
be- 
tol 
Cla 
Bil 
wil 
sug 
me 
3il 
tha 
the 
tha 
ver 
this 
sub 
sho 
but 
in t 
out 
futi 
diff 
wee 
wee 
for 
an 
deb 
of 
aga 
selv 
that 
this 
poll 
sure 
wou 
the 
the 
Ash 
Teso 
a N 
eigk 
twel 
in : 
opp 
not 
eigh 
one. 
whe 
sup} 
redu 
year 
for 
wou 
assu 
even 
ters 
but 
indu 


ue 
ad 
the 
‘if 
ng 
ito 
she 
vas 
en 
hat 
the 
nd 
the 
n | 
rho 


vas 
uld 
My 
ini- 
ich 
ave 
uld 
by 
iy ? 
ron 
his, 
ose 
ous 
Use 
kly 
posal 
1eWw 
re a 
niy 
use 
my 
1 nd 
anY 


hey 
y is 
ling 


ire, 
weur 
the 
the 
ake 


the 
rs of 





4161 Coal Mines 


co amunications and petitions from my | 
constituents, and all of them express 
warm support of this particular measure. 
| have noticed that the crities, who have 
ben presumably adverse to this measure 
tolay, have directed their shafts against 
Clause 2; but seeing that as soon as the | 
Bill reaches Committee stage that clause | 
will no longer have any existence, it does | 
suggest to me rather a poverty of argu- 
ment against the other clauses of the 
sill. I take it rather as a compliment 
that hardly anything has been said against | 
the other clauses of the Bill. I observed 
that the hon. Member for Peckham was 
very anxious, in referring to Clause 2 at | 
this stage, to secure a pledge that in any 
subsequent session of Parliament there 
should be no attempt to revive Clause 2; 
but I think we have enough to answer for 
in the present session of Parliament with- 
out pledging ourselves in regard to any 
future session. This Bill is very strikingly 
differentiated from the Bill discussed a 
week ago, inasmuch as the Bill of last 
week had to do with an eight hours day 
for adults, while this Bill has to do with 
an eight hours day for boys. In the 
debate last week it was said that the men 
of Northumberland and Durham were 
against the Eight Hours Bill for them- 
selves, but can any one get up and say 
that any proportion of boys are against 
this Bill? I do not suppose that any 
poll of the boys has been taken, but I feel 
sure that if a poll were taken the result | 
would be an overwhelming majority of 
the boys in favour of the Bill now before 
the House. The hon. Member for the 
Ashford Division laid great stress on some 
resolution alleged to have been passed at 
a Miners Congress, in which the age of 
eighteen years was preferred to the age of 
twenty-one ; and the hon. Member spoke 
in such a tone as to suggest that the 
opposition to this particular Bill would 
not have been persisted in had the age of 
eighteen been substituted for twenty- 








one. [I would like to inquire 
whether the hon. Gentleman would 
support this Bill if the age were 


reduced from twenty-one to eighteen 
years. I have not the slightest authority 
for suggesting that such a reduction 
would be accepted, but if we could be 
assured that there was a chance in that 
event of support for the Bill from quar- | 
ters where we are now receiving nothing | 
but opposition, that might be a strong | 
inducement for making the reduction. 
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|in mines. 
|further and deal, not with child labour, 
| but with the labour of boys, which it is 
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The hon. Memberfor Peckham says he is 
strongly in favour of settling this matter 
by voluntary arrangement. I can only 
say that as between voluntary arrange- 
ment and Act of Parliament, there are 
many points in favour of the former ; but, 
having some experience in industrial 
enterprises, I say that voluntary arrange- 


/ments are much more beautiful in theory 


than in practice. If you rely on the men 
making voluntary arrangements with the 
masters, you may succeed with the men 
who serve good masters. But what 


‘about the men less favourably situated, 


and serving bad masters? For there 
are bad as well as good employers, and 
those who serve bad masters would not be 
as well circumstanced as those engaged 
by good masters, and strikes would have 
to be resorted to to obtain the reform. 
And between strikes and an Act of Par- 
liament most hon. Members would, I 
take it, prefer the settlement of labour 
difficulties by Act of Parliament rather 
than by the arbitrary and painful methods 
of a strike. Then, in regard to voluntary 
arrangement, men stand an_ infinitely 
better chance than boys. That is 
proved by experience. Forty years ago 
the number of hours worked by hewers 
in the mines of Northumberland and 
Durham was sixty-six, whereas now it was 
forty-four, or a reduction of 33 per cent. 
But the position of the boys was much 
less favourable. In their case the hours 
worked per week were seventy-two, and 
they had only been reduced to sixty-six 
and in some cases to sixty hours. That 
was a reduction of only 8} per cent. in 
the least favourable cases and 17 per cent. 
in the most favourable. I think that 
establishes my contention that although 
men may do something in the way 
of making a satisfactory voluntary 
arrangememt, the boys have not the 
same chance. 

I think the Bill we are now dis- 
cussing may fairly be regarded as 
the natural corollary to the measure 


_promoted and passed by the right hon. 


Baronet the Memberfor the Forest of Dean, 


by which child labour below the age of 


thirteen years was absolutely prohibited 
By this Bill we go a step 


proposed to ameliorate. I think it is 
only right to state that the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Chester-le-Street Division 


gave his hearty support to the Bill prohibit- 


2T2 
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ing child labour in mines under the age of | bates which occur in this House when 


thirteen years, and no doubt his co- 


operation had a great deal to do with the | 


passing of that Bill, which reflected credit 
on this Assembly. The real question is, 
if eight hours are long enough for men to 


work in a pit—and there is high authority | 


on both sides of the House for saying so— 
then how much stronger is the argument 
that eight hours are long enough for boys ? 
I am sorry to say that there are boys in 
my constituency who, with overtime, 
work fourteen hours a day. That is a 
state of things that is not very creditable 
to us as a great industrial community ; 
and in passing such a Bill as we are now 
discussing we should be taking a step to 
put a stop to these unreasonable hours of 
labour, 


It has been said that if we 
shorten the hours of labour we will send 
our trade into the hands of foreign com- 
petitors ; but I rely a good deal on the 
International Labour Conferences which 
are held from time to time, whereat the 
labour leaders of the world assemble arid 
compare notes. Such an interchange of 
views cannot but have beneficial results 
in levelling up the conditions of labour in 
other countries to those which obtain 
in our own. I am sorry to say that 
in regard to the levelling-up process there 
is not much to be done in some branches 
of labour by foreign nations in order to 
bring them abreast of this nation. Indeed, 
the hoot is entirely on the other leg. We 
know that when the Vice-President 
of the Council attended the Berlin Con- 
ference some years ago, and the case 
was put before him, be pledged himself to 
do his utmost, on returning home, to raise 
the age of child labour in this country to 
the standard of France, Germany, and 
other nations; but even after the Bill 
introduced by the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean was passed 
a couple of years ago, raising the age to 
thirteen, it left us a year behind some of 
our leading industrial competitors on the 
Continent. Itseems to me that if only the 
leaders in the mining industry—whether 
they come from Northumberland or Dur- 
ham or from other parts of the country 
—were to meet together, some modus 
vivendi might, with patience and deter- 
mination, be arrived at in regard to 


questions of this kind, and some 
solution come to which would save 
us from the somewhat heated de- 


Mr. Holland. 


'the labour leaders in one part of the 
country take up an antagonistie position 
to those from another part of the country. 


It has been suggested that this legislation 
would hit- Northumberland and Durham 
very much more heavily than other parts 
of the country. On a former occasion it 
| was objected to on the ground that it 

would transfer the commercial advantage 
/at present enjoyed by those counties to 
| Fife and Clackmannan. It is obvious 
that this House has no right to give 
preferential legislation to one district 
rather than another. But that is not 
what is proposed by this Bill. This 
measure, if passed, would have equal appli- 
cation all through the country, whether 
it was Fife or Clackmannan, Northum- 
berland or Durham, Yorkshire or South 
Wales, the one law would be in force; 
and that, I think, disposes of the sugges- 


tion that by this Bill preferential treat- 


ment is being given to one county at the 
expense of another. 


There are many Members who have 
pledged themselves to what is known as 
a universal eight hours day with a trade 
option. That is a consideration which 


| has much to he said in its favour, because 


it is only natural that those in a trade 
should be better informed as to the 
precise conditions under which their trade 
can be carried on, and that they should 
know better than anyone else the needs 
of that particular industry. This, | 
submit, is a proposal to which those who 
have given such a pledge could accord 
their support, because, as I understand, 
it has received the approval of a great 
majority of those engaged in the coal- 
mining industry. On the plea, therefore, 
of securing trade option, this is a measure 
which undoubtedly ought to pass its 
Second Reading this day. 


*(3.18.) Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne): Last Wednesday we were engaged 
in discussing practically the same Bill as 
we are called upon to discuss today. Last 

'week the promoters endeavoured to pass 
it through the House disguised as a man ; 
this week they are endeavouring to get 

‘the same Bill through disguised as a boy. 

| I object to the Bill entirely on principle. 

'I1 object generally to any restriction ol, 
'or interference with labour. I believe 
| that this House ought not practically to 
form itself into a league for the purpose 
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of restricting the hours of labour or 
placing other restrictions on the freedom 
of the subject. I believe that boys of from 
sixteen to twenty-one years of age are 
well able to take care of themselves. 
The hon. Member for the Wansheck 
Division has told us that he went down 
into the mine to work at the age of 
eight. Well, things have changed since 
then. If it could be proved now that 
boys were called upon to commence work 
at that age, 1 believe there would be a 
unanimous vote in favour of such a 
restriction as would prevent that happen- 
ing in the future. But it is absolutely 
unnecessary to ask this House in any 
way whatever to interfere with the 
freedom of labour of boys of from sixteen 
to twenty-one years of age. We have 
heard a great deal about Northumber- 
land and Durham in the course of this 
debate. I represent a Northumberland 
constituency. If there had been a desire 
that this Bill should pass, I think we 
should have had petitions signed by large 


{12 MARCH 


numbers of the inhabitants of those 
counties asking us to vote for the 
measure. I have not had a single 
message of any description asking me 


to vote for the Bill, and it is prob- 
ably the same with the whole of the 
representatives of those counties. But 
I have had I do not know how many 
letters requesting me to vote against the 
Bill. I believe it is very much the same 
with regard to other districts, if we leave 
out some of the miners’ leaders and the 
leaders of trades unions. If the case 
for this proposal is to he made out, it will 
certainly have to be stated in a much 
better and clearer way than it has been 
hitherto. I have not heard a single argu- 
ment, either last week or today, that 
would for one moment convince me of the 
necessity of passing a Bill of this descrip- 
tion. We have heard a great deal lately 
about foreign competition. Only today I 
was reading an article in the /.Jl Mull 
Magazine by the hon. Member for Hartle- 
pool. I commend that article to the 
attention of the advocates of this measure, 
for it is there pointed out that while 
trades unions undoubtedly do good, they 
are mistaken in trying to restrict output | 
and hamper trade. This Bill is one which | 
hasal most for its sole object the endeav- | 
our to limit output, to hamper trade, and 


to interfere with manufacturers. As | 
one who knows something of the 
coal trade, I would remind hon. 
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Members, especially for the Welsh 
mining constituencies, that the miners 
there have themselves already done 
a great deal to restrict the output. They 
have, as is no doubt well known to the hon. 
Member for the Rhondda Division, a 
“* Mabon’s day,” that is, at least one Mon- 
day in every month, on which the miners 
do not work at all. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Gla- 
morganshire, Rhondda) was understood 
to dissent. 

* Mr. RENWICK: The hon. Member 
for the Rhondda Division shakes his head. 
Well, if they have not one Mabon’sday, they 
probably have two, or perhaps three, and 
I know that, notwithstanding any Acts, 
they have made a very determined effort 
recently to restrict the output. I would 
like to remind the House that one of the 
direct results of the restriction of the 
output is to raise the price of coal. That 
is a thing we do not wish to do at the 
present time. The price of coal is quite 
high enough, as any manufacturer will tell 
you, and we do not need any artificial 
restriction to increase it. We want free 
labour in the mines, and if we take care 
to protect the women and children, the 
boys from sixteen to twenty-one, as I said 
before, are quite able to take care of them- 
selves. I know that in my own district, 
and probably it is the same in other 
mining districts, in many cases if the 
boys are interfered with they take the law 
into their own hands and decline to go to 
work, with the result that the whole mine 
is idle until the dispute is settled. This 
state of affairs is also quite usual in the 
shipyards and manuiactories. I happened 
to go into a shipyard one day last August, 
and there was not a +ingle man at work. 
I asked what was the matter, and was 
told that the boys who heated and carried 
the rivets had all gone off to bathe, and so 
the whole yard was idle. If you interfere 
with the boys in the mine, identically the 
same state of things will happen with 
regard to the men there. It naturally 
follows that if you restrict the hours of 
the boys you also restrict the hours of the 
men. I would appeal to hon. Members 
to give this matter their most serious 
consideration before voting in favour of 
the Bill. Some Members no doubt are 
afraid of their constituents ; they think 
they would be gaining their favour by 
voting for the measure. I venture to 
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think that if they had the courage to vote 
against the Bill, and would throw it out as 
we threw out the proposal of last week, 
not by one vote, but reject it by many votes, 
thus showing decisively that we do not 
want any legislation of this description, 
then every Member would occupy a much 
better and more independent position 
than he occupies at the present time. After 
all, we must remember that we are sent 
here first to look after the interests of 
the Empire, and then to look after the 
interests of our constituencies, not as a 
section but as a whole. 


Coal Mines 


1 am extremely sorry to find that 
when we are asked to come here on a 
Wednesday to discuss Bills, they are 
usually Bills having for their object the 
registration of some body of people or 
the restriction of hours of labour. Some 
Members—especially the other side of 
the House—apparently have the idea 
that their duty and mission in life is to 
restrict somebody's freedom. That surely 
is a mistaken idea. They seem to get 
as much satisfaction from restricting 
the liberty of His Majesty’s subjects as 
the old woman got from the blessed word 
Mesopotamia. There is nothing sacred in 
the word “ registration,” whether it be the 
registration of teachers of music or of 
anybody else. We are asked, not only 
during ourelection contest, butafterwards, 
to vote for the registration of this particu- 
lar class of people or of that, but I 
venture to think that what we want in 
this country is freedom, not restriction. 
Leave the British working man alone, 
and I say that he can hold his own, 
whether it be in mining or manufactur- 
ing. It isa mistaken idea for the leaders 
of trades unions to set themselves up to 
interfere with the hours of labour or with 
the working of the factories. Foreign 
competition is quite keen enough at the 
present time, without having this com- 
petition at home, and [ sincerely plead 
with hon. Members to give their attention 
to other phases of the problems which 
face manufacturers rather than to throw 


further restrictions in the way of their | 


carrying on their business. 
I would say one word further with 
regard to the boys. It has been stated 


by the promoters that if we pass this | 
But | 


Kill they will abandon Clause 2. 

we have not heard officially that the 

clause has been withdrawn ; therefore, I 

think we are justified in still treating it— 
Mr, Renwick, 
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Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: The 
hon. Member for the Normanton Division 
has declared in this House today that 
the second clause has been withdrawn. 


*Mr. RENWICK: At any rate, 
when the point was raised with 
regard to the speech of the hon. 


Member for the Wansbeck Division he 
was allowed to go on. The point [ 
wish to bring forward is that we ought 
not to make it our business here to teach 
young men entering upon a_ career, 
whether it be as miners or connected with 
any other trade or profession, to rely 
upon this House or upon assistance from 
the State. What we ought to teach them 
is to rely upon their own exertions, and, 
with the education which they now get, 
they, after the age of sixteen, with the help 
of their parents and their trades unions, 
are well able to take care of themselves, [ 
would prefer to see these young men 
suffer a little inconvenience rather than, at 
the very outset of their career, be taught 
to look to the State for help. We shall 
never do this by passing legislation of 
this description for their protection. I 
will not go further into that point in re- 
gard to the boys, because I think that it 
is unnecessary when we are told that that 
clause is being withdrawn. One word 
more in regard to the healthiness or un- 
healthiness of a miner's occupation. I 
would remind hon. Members of _ this 
House that we have two very good speci- 
mens on the other side of the House, one 
a Northumberland miner and the other a 
Welsh miner. Both of them, I under- 
stand, entered the mine at a very early age, 
and, judging by such magnificent speci- 
mens of manhood, at any rate they have 
not suffered very much harm. With re- 
ference to the hon. Member for Morpeth, 
whose absence at the present time we all 
deplore, and other miners’ leaders, they 
have been much more _ frequently 
employed in the North recently opening 
homes or laying foundation stones. 
for institutions for aged miners rather 
than for hospitals for the young. We 
have not only some good specimens 
of manhood, but we have among miners 
some old men who are living testimonies 
to the healthiness of their occupation. I 
would throw out this suggestion—that if 
there is unhealthiness in regard to the 
occupation of the miner it arises much 
more from the unhealthiness of the village 
in which he lives rather than from the 
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mine. Let hon. Members turn their at- 
tention to better villages, better houses, 
and better sanitary conditions, and then I 
think they will be doing much more use- 
ful work than they are attempting to do 
at the present time. I thank the House 
for listening so attentively to the few re- 
marks I have had to make upon this 
occasion, and I will conclude, as I began, 
by saying that I am entirely opposed to 
these continuous attemps to restrict the 
freedom of the British workman. Rather 
let us try to throw off some of the 
trammels from which he suffers and en- 
deavour to put into the minds of working 
men the truth of the saying “The better 
the workman, the better the wages.” If we 
do this, I have every confidence that, no 
matter in what walk of life a man may 
follow his occupation, you will find that 
the British workman can hold his own 
against any workman in the world. 


(3.35.) Sir WALTER FOSTER 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston): The hon. 
Member who has just sat down re- 
ferred to our work on Wednesday 
afternoons. I think his remark 
indicated a want of appreciation of the 
kind of measures discussed on these after- 
noons when he referred to them as Bills 
for the registration of certain classes of 
people, and the restriction of hours of 
labour of others. 


The hon. Member has also been re- | 


ferring to restrictions on labour, which 
he says he is entirely opposed to. In 
that case he is opposed to the legisla- 
tion which this House has sanctioned for 
many years past. Some of the most 
beneficial social changes made in this 
country have been due to judicious re- 
strictions upon the hours of labour. 
Those who can recall the conditions of 
the poor factory workers in Lancashire 
in former times will understand what 
enormous changes have been made 
there by restrictions upon the hours 
of labour of young people. Looking 
to our great destinies and our Imperial 
responsibilities, we especially desire to 
have every measure that can bring about 
a better condition and a better de- 
velopment of the young people of this 
country, and measures to this end ought 
to have the support of every man who 
loves his race and his country. 

The hon. Member went on to say that 
the motive of this Bill was to limit the 
output. I have no such motive as that. 
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I may tell the House that I am ready 
to support this Bill, not from any motive 
of that kind, but from views entirely 
different. Because I consider that it is 
likely to produce a benefit among a grow- 
ing population, I think it is deserving the 
attention of this House. I approach this 
question entirely from the point of view 
of one who looks upon excessive labour, 
whether in adult or early life, and 
especially in early life, as a great evil. 
There is no evil more serious to the 
growing child than long hours of labour, 
whether intellectual or physical; and 
when the hon. Member spoke of young 
people between sixteen and twenty 
years of age being quite capable of 
taking care of themselves, I am sure that 
is not his own experience in his own class 
of life, nor is it mine. We do not allow 
our young people of sixteen to twenty-one 
years of age to take care of themselves ; 
on the contrary, we hedge them round 
with a great many restrictions which we 
consider are good for their development in 
all directions. If we had some of our own 
young people working in the murky and 
dark atmosphere of a mine, we should be 
very glad to limit the hours they were 
exposed to these conditions. My atten- 
tion was more especially drawn to this 
matter some years ago, when I had the op- 
portunity of bringing before this House a 
case which the Home Secretary, who was 
the predecessor of the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, gave his attention to. In 
that case I brought forward an instance 
of excessive overwork in regard to one of 
these boys for whom we are seeking 
to legislate today. That boy was killed 
in the course of his occupation, and the 
facts connected with his death were these : 
He was a pit boy seventeen years of age, 
and he was a driver. He was killed at 
seven o'clock in the evening, and it was 
proved at the inquest that he had had no 
food from midday, and that he had been 
twelve hours at work at the time of his 
death, and that on the day before he had 
actually been working from seven o'clock 
in the morning until nine o'clock in the 
evening. Those are conditions of labour 
which ought not to exist in any civilised 
country, and I am supporting this Bill to- 
day, because I want these long hours to 
be stopped, and I believe they ought to 
be stopped. 


(Employment) Bill. 


Sm FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) : 
Where did this occur ? 
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*Sir WALTER FOSTER : At 
Polesworth, in Warwickshire. The 
boy was seventeen years of age. The 
Home Secretary, in replying, said that 
he hoped the censure passed by the 
coroner's jury, and the remonstrance 
of the inspector, would have the 
effect of preventing such an occurrence 
again. It was a singular fact that when 
I inquired into this case I found out that 
only a short time previously another boy 
had been killed in the same employment ; 
in the same district, and, I believe, under 
the same employer. That boy, at 
the time of his death, had been working 
more than fifteen hours. Those things 
are a_ scandal to our _ civilisation, 
and they ought not to be allowed to 
occur. Surely, if, under circumstances of 
exceptional stress and difficulty, this 
occurred on one day in reference to one 
boy, the same boy ought not to be 
working twelve hours on the next day, 
when he meets with his death. This is 
a condition of things which is not a good 
thing for the people who are subjected to it, 
and it is more or less a scandal to the 
conditions of things under which these 
people labour. 


These things are still going on. They 
have not been stopped, and we need this 
Bill to stop them. The other day, in look- 
ing over the statistics of deaths in mines, 
I came across another instance, quite 
by accident, in which, in South Wales, 
there was a boy killed only last year 
who had been working at the time 
of his death seventeen hours. This was 
a surface boy, but he was only sixteen 
years of age. Those are things which 
ought not to be allowed to happen for any 
small economic considerations. They are 
questions on a higher and _loftier level ; 
they are questions of common humanity, 
and it is the duty of every hon. Member 
of this House to take steps to stop tragedies 
of this kind occurring in a rich country 
like ours. But I do not end the argu- 
ment there. After looking over these 
statistics, what do I find ? find that if 
we go down that sad column of deaths 
occurring in mines, reported by inspectors, 
we are startled by the pitiful record of 
boys, deaths at thirteen, fourteen, 
fifteen, eighteen, nineteen, and twenty 
years of age. So frequently did they 
occur in these statistics, that I thought 
that I would see how many there 
were of them, and I ran over four 
districts ; and what do hon. Members 
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think was the horrible sum total of deaths 
of boys in those four districts reported 
by the inspectors of mines? Last year in 
those districts there were no less than 113 
deaths of boys under the age of twenty-one. 
Surely that is a sacrifice that ought not 
to continue? As we all know, these 
prolonged hours of labour tend to 
produce accidents by making the move. 
ments of the musclesslower, and interfering 
with the boy’s activity and agility in 
getting out of the way of danger. We ought, 
therefore, to do all we can to lessen the 
hours of labour in order to prevent this 
sacrifice of life. Anyone who looks 
at this matter from this point of 
| view will see further evidence of this in 
|these Tables which my richt hon. friend 
the Member for the Forest of Dean has 
just placed in my hands. It will be seen 
| from these figures that this great sacrifice 
'of life goes on all over the country 
/among young people. The districts | 
| took were not selected districts, but I 
/happen to know something about those 
| districts where these 113 deaths occurred 
/among the young boys. I believe that if 
_I had taken the whole record of the 
| inspectors of all the deaths for 1900, I 
should have found the same kind of thing 
running all through the lot. In the table 
| before me we have something approaching 
| one-fifth of the cases of deaths occurring 
| to persons under the age of twenty. You 
have this remarkable fact coming out 
of these statistics—that boys between 
sixteen and twenty years of age, 
as my right hon. friend has already 
| pointed out, provide half as many deaths 
| by accident as the men between twenty 
|and thirty years of age, although the 
/number employed at the lower age is 
‘much fewer than those employed 
| between twenty and thirty. That shows 
/a strong case for these boys between 
sixteen and twenty years of age, when 
the system produces more victims and 
martyrs amongst them, in proportion 
to their numbers, than amongst adults 
between twenty and thirty years of 
age, and the House ought to do all 
that is possible to save these boys from 


| this terrible sacrifice of life year by year. 











*SirnCHARLES DILKE: The proportion 
between sixteen and twenty was much 
higher. It was exactly half those for 
the next ten years. 
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*Smr WALTER FOSTER: The propor- | Continental rivals. I want the race to 
tion was much higher, especially when you | be stronger and abler in future, in order 
consider the number employed. An/to be able so compete with our com- 
Hon. MEMBER: Can you give us the | mercial rivals all over the world. 
figures of the number employed? You; There is another point from which this 
cannot get them from the Blue-books. | question of working hours ought to be con- 
The number of deaths from accidents | sidered, and it is this. Prolonged hours 
between sixteen and twenty is large when | of labour, especially muscular labour, 
considered in comparison with the number nearly always bring about —in fact, they 
employed. | mwage do bring about in all of us—a 

First of all, I think we are bound to! certain amount of the dulling of the 
support this Bill on the ground of hu-| intellectual faculties. Hon. Members of 
manity, so as to prevent this continual this House, in an ordinary session of 
sacrifice of life. I think we ought to| Parliament, do not have that amount of 
support it on another ground. It is very | physical exercise that many of us would 
bad for the people employed. There| like to have. When we take an extra 
is nothing so bad, we all admit, as pro-| amount of exercise at the close of the 
longed labour, especially physical labour, | session in August, we know that for the 
for young people. If you look into the | first few days it dulls the intellectual 
matter from the point of view of the| capacity. I should like to hear a debate 
‘development of the race, you will find it | carried on in this House between a set of 
laid down by all authorities on this | men who had had a long day’s exercise 
question, that hard and long labour on the 12th of August and another set 
should never be exacted from an indi-, who had not been so engaged I do not 
vidual before he is fully developed. That | think there would be any comparison be- 
is laid down by the highest physico- | tween the efficacy of the vigour of the argu- 
logical authorities. Here you have! ments on one side and the other. The 
labour which is not always hard physical | prolongation of muscular work tends to 
labour, but labour which in some cases | dull the intellectual faculties. I am certain 
is hard and prolonged, and which is very | that long hours make the boys who are 
often run over a longer number of hours | engaged in mines less observant and more 
than you ought to exact from growing | liable to trip and fall under the trucks 
people. You have these people up to | they are engaged in moving, and so more 
twenty-one practically undergoing develop- | liable to bring about the terrible catalogue 
ment. That is the time when we are | of accidents to which I have referred. I 
consigning them for long hours to! believe that the development of the race 
«ark mines, and subjecting them to / of this country in future we shall owe to 
a species of labour that taxes their | the action of wise statesmen of the past, 
strength to the utmost, for periods| who limited the hours of labour of 
totally out of proportion to the periods | young people. We are already making a 
they ought to be employed in anything | change in all the factory districts, and 
like muscular exertion. The conditions | especially in the case of growing girls and 
under which they work also are condi-| boys. They are growing up under better 
tions which are not favourable to develop- | conditions than formerly, and they are 
ment. Everybody knows that not ode making a better race of men and women. 
in plant life, but in human life, sunlight | They are adding to the strength and 
is essential to development. These | stability of the country, and they are 
young people are taken away and put | adding also a better stock from which we 
into a condition of things where they|can draw artisans and labourers in 
lose the beneficial effects of light, and the | future, who will enable us to compete in 
‘consequence is that there is, more or less, | the markets of the world with some who 
an interference with the general nutri-| are now our successful rivals. Some 
tion and growth. That ought to be| years ago an inquiry was made into this 
limited, as far as it can be limited, with | subject in this country, and what was the 
due consideration to the interests that | result? Takingfactory hands, andespecially 
concern trade. I do not wish to hamper | young children engaged in factories, it was 
trade or to drive it out of the country, | found that between the ages of ten and 
‘or to lessen the capacities, in some in- | twelve their stature was no less than three 
stances already too small, for this country | and-a-half inches less than the stature of 
being able to compete with distant and | the richer classes of people of the same age. 
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An Hon. MEMBER: In what district ? 
-This was taken over the whole of Englan 
in the factory districts, and especially in 
Lancashire. When this inquiry was 
extended to miners and people grown up, 
it was found—and I was rather surprised 
when I came across the figures the other 
day—that in the mining class, and the 
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class engaged in occupations of that kind, 
the same rule prevailed. In that class, 
men between twenty-five and thirty years 
of age were an inch and a half less than 
rich people of the same age. That 
shows a certain amount of checked 
development through what I regard as 
conditions of hard labour. Those years 
of hard labour, which are carried 
on by the young, are the very years 
that tend to check the development, and 
do check the development, of a strong, 
vigorous, and healthy race. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: What about food?) The 
food among the mining class has been 
criticised as being over good. There 
have been accusations often brought 
against the miners of over luxurious 
living. I do not believe them, but I 
think that since this country adopted a 
free trade policy we have no reason to 
complain of the food of the mining and 
the working classes. 


There is another reason for which I 
support the Bill. I remember some time 
ago, when I first represented mining 
constituency, we hada very interesting 
debate in this House on the question of 
limiting the hours of labour. At that 
time Mr. Mason, who represented one of 
the divisions of Lanarkshire, introduced 
in Committee on the Mines Regulation 
Bill an Amendment to limit the hours to 
eight per day. We had considerable 
discussion on that, but we did not 
succeed in carrying the Amendment. 
It had support from all sides of the 
House, and I remember that it received 
the support of my hon. friend, whose 
absence we all regret today—I mean 
the hon. Member for Morpeth. He 
did not object to the principle. He/| 
admitted that the application was a_ 
difficult thing, but in a particular district 
the difficulties ought to be overcome. 
It isonly an economic difficulty, and it 
ought to be overcome on the higher 
ground of humanity. It is on that 
ground that | make my appeal to the 
House for the passing of the Second 
Reading of this Bill today. It is a Bill 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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that will tend to give us a healthier and 
more vigorous race of young people 
engaged in the mining industry ; it will 
make the next generation of miners 
stronger and better than the present ; 
and in doing that it will add the best 
asset to the Empire in a healthy and 
vigorous race. 


(3.55.) Str THOMAS WRIGHTSON 


(St. Pancras, E.) I take it that the func- 


tion of Parliament in interfering in trade: 
matteis should be to confine itself to the 
consideration of questions affecting the 


| welfare of the people. The case of accidents 


has been dealt with by the last speaker, 
and also the case of health to some extent. 
He said it had been ascertained that 
among the working classes the average 
height was something like three and a 
half inches less than the height of those 
among the non-working classes. He also. 
went on to say that the difference between 
the average stature of the miners and the 
non-working class was only one inch and 


a half. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: I pointed 
out that the figures in the first instance 
referred to children between ten and 
twelve years of age. In the other case 
they referred to adults between twenty- 
five and thirty. 


Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON : I think 
I have a right to say that the argument as 
to stature has broken down. If health is 
the great thing we have to look to in 
legislation of this kind, we should 
remember that in 1887 and 1892 Acts 
were passed by which boys were not 
allowed to go into a mine under sixteen, 
and the maximum time they were allowed 
to work was fifty-four hours per week, and 
the hours per day were not to exceed ten.. 
It is the opinion of many on both sides of 


the House that this at present is a 


sufficient limit. We have a right to 
demand that some time should be given 
in order to see whether that is a 
sufficient limit of the hours of labour 
worked by these young people. If we 
look at the statistics of the Registrar 
General we will find that between the: 
ages of twenty-five and sixty-five the 
average death rate, without taking any 
accidents into consideration at all, was, in 
1892, 740 per 1,000 for miners, whereas 


the average mortality for all males was. 
I think this also clearly shows that, 


994. 
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so far as miners between twenty-five and | from a different standpoint. I deny that. 
sixty-five are concerned, they have an| We find that Parliament has interfered in 
advantage over the rest of the males of | the management and regulation of mines 
this country. This Bill deals with ages | to such an extent that the conditions of 
which are less than twenty-five. At the | working are entirely different from what 
same time you must remember that “the they were in former years. We find 
child is father of the man,” and if that the trolly ways on which the men 
he grows up to the age of twenty-five,!work are properly ventilated and 
a deterioration in his physique will be | sufficiently lighted, and there is no hard- 
sure to tell on the mortality after the age | ship at all in a man walking to his work 
of twenty-five. Therefore, these statistics underground. I say that the hardship to 
are extremely valuable for us in determin-| which an ordinary workman is subjected 
ing whether any -harm has been done by in walking, perhaps, a mile or two to his 
the working hours to which allusion has work in the morning, when in all pro- 
been made. I prefer always experiments | bability he has to contend with wet 
to statistics. Northumberland, where | weather, getting his clothes damp, and 
both the employers and the employed are | going into his workshop and working all 
opposing this Bill, is recognised as the day in damp clothes—I say that condition 
most ancient coal field in the country. | of things is very much worse than that 
Northumberland was a coal mining dis- | of a man going down a shaft and walking 
trict before any of the other districts were | through a well-ventilated passage to his 
in existence, and, therefore, we have aright work. Therefore I think that if you 
to look at what has been the result in that | compare the fifty-four hours men work in 
district. Instead of discovering among | factories with the time miners work from 
the present miners of Northumberland | bank to bank, you will see that so far as 
evidence of a stunting of growth, or of a health is concerned the comparison is to 
depreciation in quality, we find that we | the advantage of the miner. 
have there the finest class of miners in The real object, as I believe, of 
the world. It is admitted on all hands by | the proposed change is the restriction 
other districts that there is no class of | of output. There is no doubt about it 
miners who have so fine a physique as | that the Bills which have been brought 
those in the district to which I am/ before Parliament in the way they have 
alluding. been, indicate a desire that a restriction 
y 1 _ (of the output should take place. What 
Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, do we find as a consequence of the 
Mansfield): I deny that altogether. constant restriction of the output, not 
only in mines but in other industries ? 
Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON: I do not | That our competitors are passing us, and 
fear any contradiction of that kind, because | that every week we are losing our 
I believe it is generally admitted that supremacy in trade and manufactures. 
Northumberland men have the finest We find that in America the Trade Union 
physique in the whole mining world. I leaders do not attempt the restriction of 
think that argument is even more valuable | hours at all. They confine themselves 
than the statistics to which I have alluded. | to the legitimate objects Trades Unions 
Now, what are the real facts with regard | should have in view, and that is to see 
to long hours of labour ? It has been | that every man is properly paid for the 
boldly stated that ten hours are too long work he does, but they set their faces 
for a boy to work. These boys are | against what Trades Unions encourage in 
occupied, at least two hours out of the | this country in the way of restricting the 
ten, either walking to their work or eat- ‘hours of labour. That is what is damag- 
ing their meals, and if you compare the | ing our trade, commerce, and manufac- 
hours in factories with the hours that are | turers more than anything at the present 
worked by miners, you will be obliged to| moment. I trust that the House of 
observe this fact, that a man who| Commons, which ought to take a broad 
works fifty-four hours a week in a/| view of a thing of this kind, will make up- 





factory does so exclusive of meal times 
and without taking into consideration 
at all the time which is occupied in 
walking to his work, You may say that 


| its mind to defer consideration of this, 
at all events until the Royal Commission 
has sat and reported on the question of 
the coal trade, and that it will see, as my 





underground this ought to be looked at | hon. friend the Member for Newcastle 
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said, that it is the proper object of this 
House to look to the good of the Empire, 
and not to the transient and apparent 
good to be obtained by fixing upon such 
a detail us this Bill does at the present 
time. I trust that we shall see our way 
to throw this Bill out, because it will 
handicap our industries at a time when 
America and Germany are cutting us out 
in our steel trades, and when ships are 
being built of such a size that they can 
bring over coal from America to compete 


with us in the markets in the Mediter- , 


ranean. Is it at a time such as I have 
described that we should restrict the 
output in the way I have endeavoured to 
show this Bill would do ? 


(4.10.) Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM : 
Perhaps the hon. Baronet who has just sat 
down did not mean that boys are not al- 
lowed to work in collieries until they are 
sixteen. Is that so ? 


Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON : I did 
not say so. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM : I beg the 
hon. Gentleman’s pardon; he did say so. 
If he will withdraw I am quite willing that 
he should do so. We have developed a 
great power in this House lately for saying 
that which we do not mean. Another hon. 
Gentleman said that one of the difficulties 
would be the diversity in the number of 
hours that colliery owners would have to 
deal with. He said that boys could be 
taken at the age of twelve. That is not 
so now. One of the great anomalies of 
the law, until it was amended a year ago, 
was that a boy could not be employed on 


the surface until he was thirteen, while | 


he could be taken into the pit at the age 
of twelve. By the Bill of last year the 


-age was thirteen on the surface and in the | 


pit, so that the anomaly does not now 
exist. The shortening of the hours of 
boys need not necessarily interfere with 
the working of adults. A great argu- 
ment has been based upon that, and for 
this reason ; neither this Bill nor the one 
that was before the House this day week, 
proposes to interfere with the winding of 
‘coal in any way. I beg hon. Gentlemen 
who are using this argument to remember 
that the measure does not propose to 
interfere with the time that coal is to be 
raised. It is well known that men and 
boys are allowed to come up at a certain 
hour, and that if there is any coal to be 
raised it can be done after that is over. 


Sir Thomas Wrightson. 
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This Bill will not interfere in any way 
with adults in that sense. I am glad that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Home 

| Secretary is here to listen to what I 

have to say today. Why should North- 

umberland and Durham always be men- 
tioned in this House ¢ I am sorry to say 
that we find we have greater need for 
this Bill or the interference of the Govern- 

/ment than in other districts. We have 
been told that we ought to deal with 
these matters by mutual arrangement be- 
tween .employers and workmen. Well, 
we did mutually arrange the hours for 
boys a few years ago, but it is right for 
me to say that “ When the cat’s away the 
mice begin to play.” I find that during 
the last few years—this period of pro- 
sperity—boys have been in the South 
Wales mines day after day for over ten 
hours per day, and the mortality among 
these boys is something shocking. On 
the 17th of June last year, my hon. friend 

and colleague the senior Member for 

Merthyr Tydvil asked the Home Secre- 

tary a Question, which reads thus— 

‘*T beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he can afford any explana- 
tion of the fact that the death rate from 
accident of persons of sixteen years of age and 
under employed in collieries in the South 
Wales district has latterly increased, and that 
, it was higher in 1900 than in any previous year 

in the decade; and if his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that, whereas in each of 
the five years of 1891 to 1895 inclusive, the 
death rate was less than that among persons of 
over sixteen years of age, in each of the years 
1896 to 1900 it was higher, and that in the last 
five years it was 45 per cent. greater than in 
the previous five years.” 


The answer of the right hon. Gentleman 
was— 


‘*Tt is true that there has been a rise in the 
death rate among ‘persons under sixteen in 
mines in South Wales, and that for the last five 
| years it is higher than the death rate among 
| persons over sixteen, whereas in the preceding 
| five years it was lower. In the preceding five 
| years, however, the death rate among persons 
| over sixteen was abnormally heavy, and the 
| rate has declined from 3.50 during those years 
| to 2 during the last five years. A large pro- 
| portion of the accidents to boys occur in 
connection with haulage underground, and the 
| reasons for the increase in the death rate among 
| them are perhaps to be found in the greater 
| amount of haulage done in the mines now as 
| compared with previous years, the increased 
| use of machinery, and the greater number of 
| boys employed in connection with machinery.” 





| Therefore the mortality among the boys 
‘and young men in that district is appal- 
j ling, and it is necessary that something 
| shal! be done and done immediately. 
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told we have so much to fear, cannot pro- 
can do very much as they like. | duce sufficient coal to meet its own needs. 
That is not the case. As it is, these men | It requires much more coal than it can 
and boys have to walk out from their | produce. Yet in that country we finda 
working places as the machinery is at | Bill introduced and passed for reducing the 
work. The other day, in one of our large | hours of labour in mines, and what we 
collieries, a comparatively young man and | had been fighting for for nearly fourteen 
a stranger to the work was killed. He | years will soon become law. In America 
could not reach the manhole or something | there is a law that whenever five persons 
of that kind in time, and yet the com- | come to the bottom of the shaft they are 











pany refused to pay compensation. I 
think, therefore, on behalf of these young 
men that it is high time, where we have 
failed to arrange these things by mutual 
agreement, that legislation should step in. 
In addition, the fact that shots are fired 
between shifts in South Wales creates a 
dire necessity that the law should inter- 
fere. People are now obliged to walk in 
and out of 
machinery is in motion. 
that boys will be boys ; and it does not 
matter whether boys are sixteen, eighteen, 
or nineteen years old, they often try to 


run before one another, or something | 


of that kind, with the result that 
danger to life and limb is, | am 


sorry to say, on the increase, and that 
the circumstances demand intervention. 
I am pieading for the South Wales dis- 
trict, and I allow other Gentlemen, re- 
presenting other districts, to know what 
is best for them. 


necessity for it in that district. We have 


no less than 11,000 boys under twenty- | 


one engaged in that vast coalfield. We 
have heard today again some of the 
speeches that, doubtless, were delivered in 
this House forty or fifty years ago. 
Apparently there is no more need for 
intervention by legislation now than 
there was then; but I do not suppose 
that, if I put the question to hon. Gentle- 
men, they would like to go back to that 
period. In effect, the weight of their 
argument leads us to believe that they 
would be quite content with the state of 
affairs then, although they would not 
vote for a return toit now. They think 
the present state of affairs is the best 
possible, but I think that the case I am 
pleading for calls for sincere attention 
and amelioration as fast as it can be 
brought about. 

We have heard something of foreign 
competition. Of course, foreign competi- 
tion, like the poor, is always with us. 
But what is being done in America and 
France? France, from which we are 


the collieries while the | 
We all know | 


I am pleading for the | 
passing of this measure because of the | 


| obliged to get a carriage to the surface. 
| That is the meaning of the law. The men 
_work ten hours from bank to bank. [An 
| Hon. Member: Fourteen hours.] That 
/may have been so a long time ago, but it 
is not so now. Things in America are now 
/as I have stated. We have nothing to 
fear as regards the quality of the coal from 
these countries. Let us do for the miners 
what is done for them in America. The 
hon. Gentleman says we would be interfer- 
| ing with the freedom of the subject. What 
| is the freedom of the subject ? Are there 
not hundreds of mines in Great Britain 
where, when a man is down, he is kept 
down all day, even though he has no work 
todo! What freedom has a man who 
goes down into a colliery? It is all very 
well for hon. Gentlemen to speak on this 
subject who have no particular knowledge, 
but let me put the facts before the House 
If a man goes down into a colliery, he is 
kept there all day, even if he has no work 
to do. [An Hon. Memper: Is that a 
fact 7} Yes, Sir, a fact ten times over. I 
speak on my word of honour. Men have 
| to go down to their work at the stipulated 
_ hour, and have to come up at the stipulated 
/hour. That is the length of their freedom. 
| For years and years men have gone down 
| to their work, but by some accident which 
| had occurred at their working places 
| during their absence they had nothing to 
do, but they had been kept down at the 
bottom of the shaft all day. Where does 
their freedom come in ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
appears to me to be arguing the question 
of adult labour, which was discussed last 
Wednesday. 


Mr.§WILLIAM ABRAHAM: I do not 
wish to pursue the argument. I was only 
answering some of my hon. friends who 
used it today. Some of our own friends 
seem to think that we have changed our 
opinions, and that we have committed an 
unpardonable sin in withdrawing the 
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second clause; but on grounds of tact, 
pru‘ence, and discretion, if we were to 
have any hope of passing this Bili, it was 
necessary to withdraw that clause—an 
action which I would have thought would 
have been worthy of condemnation 
instead of the castigation that was given. 
I remember when my hon. friend for the 
Wansbeck Division did not hold the 
opinions he now does. I remember the 
time when he could stand up to propose 
an eight hours day from bank to bank 
where there was only one shift, and where 
there were two shifts to be worked, seven 
hours from bank to bank. But a great 
change has come over him. Still I do 
not want to accuse him of inconsistency. 
His practical experience has taught him 
to change his opinions, but I think he 
should be graceful enough to allow us the 
same freedom. 


Mr. FENWICK: On the occasion to 
which my hon. friend refers, I was acting 
as a delegate with instructions. My 
opinion has not changed. 


Mr.WILLLIAM ABRAHAM: Lam not 
going to quarrel with my friends. We 
were all delegates then, and we are only 
delegates now. We are sent here on 
the same principle as we were sent to 
that conference. I would ask the House 
to allow me to appeal on behalf of the 
young men of South Wales working in 
these collieries, and among whom exists 
the system of tally taking, regarding 
which the right hon. Gentleman himself 
has been good enough to give us some 
figures. I have not heard a single hon. 
Gentleman deny that it is right to de- 
mand this measure of amelioration if it 
were proved that these lads are in danger. 
I think the figures I have quoted from 
the right hon. Gentleman himself are 
sufficient to prove that one district, and 
that the largest mining district in Great 
Britain, needs the passage of this Bill in 
order to reduce the danger to life and 
limb in the mines. 


*(4.30.) Sir FRANCIS POWELL: 
Perhaps the House will allow me, as 
representing a mining district, to say a 
few words on this Bill. I may remind 
the House of a fact which is of some 
interest to myself, that I have represented 
Wigan, if not longer, at least as long, as 
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that Borough in the whole history of 
| Parliament. Therefore, I think, I have 
|a claim to endeavour to obtain the 
attention of the House of Commons for 
a few minutes on this subject. There is 
| One accusation made against the working 
/colliers of England, and, therefore, by 
implication at least, against the miners of 
| Wigan, that the boys working in the pits 
jare treated with cruelty. I know the 
colliers of Wigan too well to believe any 
such statement. Iam perfectly sure they 
are not the men who would submit to the 
ill-treatment of their boys by any person, 
either in the pits or elsewhere ; and I 
exceedingly regret that an accusation of 
such a character should have been made 
in the House of Commons against such 
men. Some reference has been made to 
the early efforts of Lord Shaftesbury to 
have girls removed from the pits. I can 
remember well those evil days. My 
father was a clergyman at Wigan at that 
time, and he spoke to me as a boy in the 
strongest language in repudiation of that 
practice, and I believe he took an 
active part in bringing about that most 
valuable reform in the law. I think we 
ought not to regard this question purely 
and solely on the ground of—if I am to 
use a too much abused term—senti- 
mentality, but as a matter of real practical 
advantage and convenience. If I thought 
that the passing of a Bill of this 
character would prolong life and secure 
safety, if I thought it would he a 
guarantee for health, I should be a strong 
supporter of it. But I venture to sub- 
mit to the House that the whole burden 
of proof in a case of this kind rests with 
the promoters. 

This proposal, like many others, may 
be a good proposal, or it may be a mis- 
chievous proposition tending to restrict 
liberty and freedom. There are many occa- 
sions on which liberty and freedom must 
be restricted in pursuit of higher goals ; 
but I venture to say that the proof must 
rest with those who propose the restric- 
tion and advocate the limitation. Can i: 
be shown that the health of these young 
people is injured by the law as it now 
stands? My hon. friend made some 
reference as regards the mortality of young 
men engaged in mines, and the mortality 

|of young men engaged elsewhere. The 
figures are these. Up to fifteen the 
total number of males per thousand who 
| died was 4.40; the number of males up 


any other Member who has represented | to the same age working in mines who 
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died was 3.82—an advantage in favour 
of the mines. Up to the age of twenty, 
the boys who died were 5.55 per 1,000, 
and of those engaged in mines 5.62, or 
very much the same. Therefore I say 
that on grounds of health it is proved by 
statistics that the case is not made out. 
But this is not a question of mere 
statistics and medical reports. It is a 
matter of daily observation, on which 
everyone can exercise his own powers of 
vision, and may form his own judgment. 
I venture to say, having had the oppor- 
tunity of seeing the miners of Lancashire 
week after week, that there is no more 
stalwart and more vigorous population 
in the whole of the land. Are the boys 
miserable and decrepit ? On the contrary, 
we find them full of vigour, animated by 
the highest spirits, and enjoying to the 
full every amusement and every sport 
suitable to their age. Then as regards 
education—we have not heard much in 
the course of this debate respecting 
education—but there appears to be an 
underlying objection that the mimimum 
age proposed by the law is the age at 
which a parent is compelled to send his 
child to the pit or factory. Thirteen 
years is the minimum fixed by Parlia- 
ment as the age for boys engaged in 
underground labour ; but the Legislature, 
as regards education, has gone beyond 
the law affecting mines. By the Act of 
last year or the year before, a School 
Board may fix the age of fourteen as the 
age at which children may be released 
from school, and whenever that bye-law 
comes into operation, the employment of 
boys at the age of thirteen in mines, I 
will not say becomes impossible, but 
become so difficult that | believe in 
practice it would be impossible. There- 
fore, if the parents in any mining 
district are anxious to have a compul- 
sory law that boys should not be em- 
ploved in mines under the age of fourteen, 
all they have to do is to elect a School 
Board which will put into force that 
Statute with the consent of the Depart- 
ment of Education, and the Vice President 
has stated publicly that he will give 
every assistance to such a bye-law when- 
ever it is laid before him. Reference has 
been made to restrictions, but I venture | 
to say that in a very little time restric- | 
tions on labour in this country will have | 
reached their legitimate and safe limit. 

I confess I listened with some hesitation 
to the statements made by the hon. | 
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Gentlemen opposite as regards the laws 
in foreign lands. I doubt very much 
whether all these statements are en- 
tirely in accordance with the facts. I 
am perfectly sure they were made in 
good faith, but, after some inquiry, I 
venture to doubt their complete accuracy. 
The hon. Member who spoke last made 
some reference to the United States. In 
America each State has, to a very large 
extent, its own power of legislation, and 
I should like to know if the hon. Member 
will inform us whether the Act to which 
he has referred was passed by Congress, 
or whether it is an enactment of some 
individual State. I think it will be found 
that the Act was passed by some State, 
and not by Congress. 
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Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: The Act 


was passed by the Legislature. 


*Simr FRANCIS POWELL: My 
question was whether it was passed by 
Congress. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: I donot 
know whether it was passed by Congress, 
or by a State, but it is the law. 


*Smr FRANCIS POWELL: I do not 
wish to pursue the argument any further. 
I do not quite see what legislation, which 


, deals with raising men from the bottom 


of a pit to the surface, has to do with the 
Bill before the House. I wish to grapple 
more with the real subject matter of the 
present discussion. The proposal is that 
no man under twenty-one is to be 
engaged in a pit for more than eight 
hours per day. I think I need not 
labour the argument, which has been 
already brought forward, that to call a 
young man of twenty-one either a child 
or a boy is entirely a misuse of the 
English language. I wish the promoters 
of this Bill would consider its effect upon 
the organisation of the pits. We would 
have a number of comparatively young 
men working in a pit, some not bound by 
restrictions, others bound by the law of 
eight hours. How can you work a pit 
under those conditions? They would go 
down together, but they would not 
ascend together, and how can you make 
such regulations as will enable them in 
safety and without danger to their own 


lives and the lives of others, to pass 
backwards and forwards along the 


passages of the mine? I believe it is a 
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question of practical management, and 
that it would be wholly impracticable 
to have two different sets of men working 
under different conditions. 


Then there is a question raised in the 
debate last week, which is not less 
important today, and that is the question 
of the reduction of wages. These young 
people do not, for the most part, act as 
hewers, and if you reduce the number of 
hours they labour, I am perfectly sure 
you will reduce their wages also. In 
other words, you will limit the money 
they will be able to bring home either to 
their own fathers and mothers or to 
their young wives. As regards the 
question of safety, which was argued last 
week, I think it -pplies with even 
greater force tothe case of boys and 
young men than to the case of the 
ordinary collier. It was argued with 
reference to the collier that if you hurry 
him too much he will become reckless and 
careless, and that accidents will happen 
which, if greater prudence had been 
exercised, would have been prevented. 
lf that be the case with grown men, it is 
sure to be even more 80 the case with 
boys or young men who are not entirely 
free from the weaknesses of youth. If 
men ordinarily are rash when in a hurry, 
young men are sure to be careless, 
and there will be a great increase of 
danger under the new conditions, with 
loss of life, injury to property, and, 
consequently, prejudice to the industry, 
arising from this proposal, which is, 


{COMMONS} 


no doubt, well intentioned, but which, 1 | 


believe, will be mischievous in its con- 
sequences. 

There is another consideration, one 
which requires handling in a very 
careful manner lest misinterpretation 
should arise. It is a dangerous thing 
for this country, both as regards the 
nation as such, and as regards the 


individual citizen, to adopt anything in | 


legislation which may check the proper 
flow of capital into any industry. If 
you make it difficult to invest capital 
with safety, that capital will not be 
invested in the country, and there will 
be a diminution of the wage fund, a 
lessening of the supply of that com- 
modity which we all so much require, 
and an addition to those burdens which 
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me is this; supposing these young men 
are not employed in the pits on account 


of the restriction, and that men above. 


twenty-one are employed in their place; 
how are these young men to find 


employment? They will have to leave 


their homes and seek employment in the 


already overcrowded districts of our 


great towns. They will add to the 
congestion now so much lamented, and 
increase the multitude of the unemployed 
which causes great anxiety from time to 
time to those interested in the welfare of 
our manufacturing districts. 


These controversies are almost always 
conducted as being questions merely be- 
tween the employers and the employed. 
We hear much of the mining districts, 
and I, as representing one, do not regret 
these discussions. But it is not sufficiently 
borne in mind that these are matters 
affecting the mining districts only ; they 
affect the whole of the country. They 
affect the trades, and the locomotion of 
the country, and they affect all the people 
of the country. Can any man, be he a 
working man or one belonging to the 
comparatively leisured class, say that 
coals are tco cheap? It is an injury to 
every man, whatever may be his position, 
by artificial means to increase the price 
of that which, excepting bread alone, is 
the prime necessity of life in such a 
country as England. If this class of 
legislation is to be carried, you will raise 
the price uf coal; in other words, you 
will lessen the convenience of the people 
in all our villages and centres of popula- 
tion which are not situated on the great 
coal measures. Take a district in which 
everyone who passes a part of the year 
in the Metropolis necessarily takes a 
deep interest—the East End of London. 
There is not a fire in that district the 


|cost of which will not be increased if 


legislation on these lines is allowed to 
extend. I therefore plead today not 
only on behalf of the industry of Lanca- 
shire, but on behalf of working men 
wherever they may live. This isa large 


national question which can be argued 


worthily only on large national grounds, 
and I thank the House for having given 
me the opportunity in these few imper- 
fect words to give expression to ideas 


at the present time are so greatly | which have long occupied my mind with 
crippling the industry of the country. | reference to this and kindred questions. 


Sir Francis Powell. 


1188: 


Another danger which has occurred to. 





1188: 
d to. 


men 
ount 


bove: 


lace ; 
find 


eave: 


1 the 


our 


the 
and 
pyed 
ie to 
re of 


vays 


ved. 
icts, 
gret 
ntly 
ters 
hey 
‘hey 
1 of 
ople 
ie a 
the 
that 
, to 
ion, 
rice 
2, is 


; of 
aise 
you 
ople 
ula- 
reat 
lich 


ear 


on. 
the 
| if 


not 
1ca- 
nen 
rge 
ued 
ds, 
yen 
er- 
eas 
ith 





1189 Coal Mines 


(4.52.) Sin JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street): I have listened to 
the whole of this debate with great 
interest. I agree with what has been 
said by one hon. Member, that the onus 
of proving the necessity for this Bill 
rests upon the promoters, and I am 
bound to say that, after careful considera- 
tion, I have come to the conclusion that 
no case whatever has been made out for 
the Bill. I may say to my hon. friend 
the Member for the Rhondda Division 
that while most of his speech was, | will 
not say out of order, but out of harmony 
with the Bill, there was certainly one 

int which attracted me considerably. 
Hitherto, in the debates in this House in 
relation to Eight Hours Bills and Bills of 
this kind, it has always been thrown 
at the representatives of Northumber- 
land and Durham that they, in look- 
ing after the interests of the adult 
labour in their mines, were perfectly 
callous with regard to the interests 
of the boys. That charge has been re- 
pudiated by every Member representing 
those counties, and I welcome, with 
extreme pleasure, the statement of the 
hon. Member who occupies so important 
a position in regard to the coal trade in 
South Wales, that there is greater need 
for a measure of this kind in South Wales 
than in Durham and Northumberland. | 
therefore hope we shall hear nothing 
more about the callousness of the parents 
of children working in the mines of Dur- 
ham and Northumberland. 


I confess [have been somewhat staggered 
by the statements made by one or two 
speakers today, particularly by the hon. 
Member for the Ilkeston Division. I accept 
my hon. friend as an authority on many 
questions connected with medical matters, 
but on a question of this kind I decline to 
accept his opinion as that of a practical 
man, acquainted with the whole circum- 
stances of the case. His speech was 
devoted almost entirely to the sentimental 
grounds in connection with the question. 
I was astonished to hear from him, that 
there were cases in which boys had been 
killed after working fifteen or seventeen 
hours in the pit. i should like to have 
heard more details of those cases, because 
I cannot think it possible that there are 
many cases of that character. After all, 
legislation of this kind cannot be brought 
forward to deal with one or two individual 
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cases which may be unreasonable ; it must 
be to deai with the whole industry it is 
intended to affect. I am glad to support 
the statement of my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Mid. Durham that certainly 
in Northumberland and Durham there 
are no cases. I vouch for this—of boys 
working more than ten or ten and a half 
hours, except under exceptional circum- 
stances, and that such cases as_ those 
referred to by the hon. Member for the 


| Ilkeston Division practically do not exist 


in the Northern counties. The speech ot 
the hon. Member convinces me in the 
opinion I have held for many years that 
mining matters in Northumberland and 
Durham are better managed by the em- 
ployers and the miners unions in that 
district than they appear to be in any 
other part of the country. It is for this 
reason I would ask the House not to pass 


this Bill. 


The measure before the House is osten- 
sibly set up to deal with the question of 
the boys. Notwithstanding the state- 
ments which have been made that it is not 
intended to deal with adult labour at 
all, I cannot help thinking that it is 


really a blow aimed at the system 
of Northumberland and Durliam. Who 


have been the strongest opponents of 
the Eight Hours Bill in this House? The 
representatives of the counties of 
Northumberland and Durham. Those 
Gentlemen who have the honour to repre- 


| sent the miners, who have been miners 


themselves, in those two counties, do not 
oppose the eight hours day on principle, 
but because it is so impracticable if it 
should be applied to the counties of 
Northumberland and Durham. I believe 
that that is the chief, if not the sole, 
reason they oppose the Eight Hours Bill. 
I look upon this measure exactly as I 
looked upon the measure that was before 
the House last week. In my judgment, 
it would have exactly the same effect. 
To all intentsand pur poses it is practi- 
cally an Eight Hours Bill for adults so far 
as Northumberland and Durham are con- 
cerned. I know it is said that it does not 
deal with adult labour. Again and again 
I have heard the challenge given in this 
House for any practical man acquainted 
with the working of the mines to suggest 
a system to apply to Northumberland and 
Durham which would enable us to work 
our mines under the existing system of 
two shifts, or any other system which 
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cost, or the practical displacement of 
many of our hewers. That challenge has 


not been answered, and until it is satis-_ 


factorily answered [ cannot support 
such a proposal as that before the House. 
I agree with much that has been said 
with regard to the physical powers of 
the miners of the north of England. I 
have been somewhat amazed to hear the 
hon. Member for the Ilkeston Division 
and others speak as if the miners in those 
two Northern counties were puny, sickly, 
weakly creatures, having worked in the 
mines since they were thirteen years of 
My experience of them is that they 
are a fine race of men who will compare 
favourably in physique, health, and 
general bodily strength with any class of 
men in this country, | care not where 
you take them from. Compare them 
with any artisans in our large towns, or 
with those men who have been reared in 
connection with the mills in Lancashire, 
and if you make such a comparison you 
will find that it is certainly in favour of 
the miners. This is the general opinion 
of people who have had opportunities of 
making that comparison. 


acre 
ast . 


I must certainly say that I have been 
somewhat surprised to find that the 
workers under twenty-one years of age 
have been alluded to as boys. I should 
think that many of those young men 
under twenty-one would be extremely 
annoyed to be considered as boys. In 
our part of the world we have men who 
are not twenty-one years of age, fathers 
of families, and earning splendid wages, and 
to show the physique and quality of our 
men, | only need to point to the splendid 
deeds of the Northumberland Fusiliers in 
South Africa, many of whom had been 
working in our mines since they were 
boys. ‘Take whatever regiment you like, 
there is no regiment that has done better 
work and shown themselves able to main- 
tain the position of this Empire than those 
splendid fellows. It is a perfect misnomer 
to treat these young men under twenty-one 
years of age as boys. I have been amazed to 
hear the statement made with regard to 
the cruelty shown to these boys in the 
mines, and I must confess that I have 
never seen it in the North of England. I 
know from experience that these boys 
very often take the law into their own 
hands. 
trolled by their parents, their employers, 


Sir James Joicey. 
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would prevent a very large increase of | 


Very often they are neither con- | 
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have been stopped in the North of England 
by their action. Are you going to teil 
me that young men who can do these 
things are not able to look after them. 
selves, and will submit to any cruelty on 
the part of their employers? If there are 
such cases, certainly they do not exist in 
the county which I have the honour to 
represent. One or two statements have 
been made with regard to figures. My 
right hon. friend quoted some figures as 
to the number of accidents and deaths 
which had taken place, and this point was 
also referred to by the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Ilkeston Division. But 
figures may be used to prove anything, 
and [ am bound to say that the right hon. 
Gentleman and hon. Gentlemen holding his 
great position have no right to quote these 
figures to this House in support of their 
argument, when they must know that the 
mere number of deaths practically proves 
nothing unless you give the proportion of 
those deaths as compared with the number 
employed in the trade. I would not give 
a fig for such statistics, without adopting 
this means of proving them. Nobody 
would be quicker than my right hon. 
friend to protest against a statement of 


| that kind if figures had been used against 


him in such a slipshod way. I protest 
against their being used in this manner. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Will the 
hon. Member use his influence to get the 
figures he is referring to from the Home 
Office ? 


Sir JAMES JOICEY : I am extremely 
pleased to think that the right hon. 


_ Baronet is of opinion that I possess such 


great influence with the Home Office. If 
[had such influence with the Home 
Oftice, | assure him that I should certainly 
use it in that direction. I cannot help 
remembering what happened in connection 
with another matter, where it was stated 
again and again in regard to accidents 
that we did not want the statistics pro- 
duced. The hon. Member for the Wans- 
beck Division appealed to the Home Office 
for a Return of the accidents which took 
place, with a very different result to that 
which was expected, for it was found that 
by far the greater number of accidents 
took place during the first four hours of 
the day. It is quite possible, if my right 
| hon. friend gets these statisties which he 
' 
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asks for, he may also be disappointed 
with the result. Arguments have been 
used to convince this House of the advan- 


tage this Bill would be to increase pro- 


duction, but I would point out that in 
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peawesean that the proposal in the second 
| part was an improper or 
| proposal to make, but because for the 
‘moment he thought as a matter of policy 
| it would be advisable to drop it. 


inadvisable 


South Wales the pits are worked under | 


different conditions, and the accidents are 
more serious. With regard to the argu- 
ment about huge profits, 1 am not going 
to say anything about that, but I would 
ask hon. Members to look very carefully 
at the figures produced by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who omitted to take 
into consideration in his calculation all 
costs other than wages. Those 
represent Is. 9d. a ton, so that in esti- 
mating the profit on the production, you 


costs 


must deduct £18,000,000 or £20,000,000 a | 


year. I do protest against such astatement 
being used in this House, and given to the 
country as a fact, because the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer knows that it was an 
inaccurate statement. 


*(5.15.) THe SECRETARY or STATE 


FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. | 


Ritcuir, Croydon): I do not know that I 
should have intervened in this debate had 
it not been that the course which has 


been pursued by those proposing the Bill | 


to the House is one of the strangest 
We 
thought we were coming down to the 
House today to discuss a Bill which 
contained propositions, each of 
them important, and we find, at least 
I understand, that in the course of the 
debate those who have promoted this Bill 
have stated their intention, if the Bill 
were read a second time, of dropping out 
the second of the proposals which are 
made in the Bill. I understand that that 
suggestion the 


courses I have seen for a long time. 


two 


was made by hon. 


Gentleman who moved the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill, not because he was| posal as that. 


Mr. PICKARD: I beg the right hon. 
Gentleman's pardon. I said absolutely that 
| the second clause would be dropped. 


| 
| *Mr. RITCHIE: For the present. 


| Mr. PICKARD : No, no. 
| 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I understand from 
| those who were present that the hon. 
| Gentleman said that the proposal would 
The 


| hon. Gentleman therefore dropped out the 


be dropped for the present session. 


second proposal in the Bill. But I think, 
‘in order that the House may recognise 
what the aims and objects of the promoters 
‘of this Bill ultimately are, and how 
take of 
legislation on a vital matter affecting the 


'moderate is the view they 
| interests of the coal trade in the country, 
we cannot allow the second proposal in 
this Bill to be dropped without just one 
word of comment. The proposal in the 
second part of the Bill is that no person 
after 1st January next who has not then 
already been employed underground shall 
be allowed to go below ground in a mine 
for any purpose whatever in the way of 
employment unless he has been so em- 
| ployed before he is eighteen years old, 
| Well, I think a proposition of that kind 
| has only to be stated to show the absurdity 
‘of the length to which the promoters of 
this Bill are inclined to go and to show 
_what would be the effect of such a pro_ 
The effect would be to 
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create a privileged class, who should have | 
the whole control of the mining industry, 
who should be able to regulate the output, 
regulate wages, regulate the price of coal, 
and regulate the whole proceedings at 
the mine, and, if they thought it necessary 
in the interest of their class, to stop all 
the factories in this country, without 
the employers having the slightest power | 
of controlling them by bringing in other 
That is 
what the result of the proposal would be, 


people in the event of a strike. 


and that is the ultimate goal of those 
Gentlemen whose names are on the back 
of the Bill. 

Mr. PICKARD: No. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
may shake his head, but I maintain that 
if that proposal was carried, namely, that 
no one should go down a pit for the pur- | 
pose of employment unless he has been em- | 
ployed underground before he was eighteen, | 
it would undoubtedly create a privileged | 
class who would control ultimately the | 
It must be 
remembered in connection with this, that | 


whole mining industry. 


one great complaint which I am_in-| 


mine- | 


owners is that they are not availing | 


clined to make about our 
themselves of coal-cutting machinery | 
to anything like the extent they 
ought to do—to anything like the 
extent to which it is done in the United 
States, where the quantity of coal cut by 
machinery of late years has risen enor- | 
mously, while it is almost at a standstill | 
in this country. If this second proposal 
of the Bill were carried, it would not be 
possible for any engineer who had had his 
training above ground, as he always has, 
no artificer and no mechanic, to go down 
into a mine, and of course it would have 
the effect of greatly limiting the employ- 
ment of machinery. But I do not propose | 
Mr. Ritchie. 
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to discuss that part of the Bill, because, 
so far as I understand, it has been 


dropped. I think it is right that the 


| attention of the House should be called, 
and called seriously, to what is the main 


object—to what it is that these Gentle- 
men have in their minds who are pro- 


, moting this Bill, and whose names are on 


the back of it. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Coal- 
cutting machines in America are worked 
by colliers, and not by engineers. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: 


discuss particular points. 


I have not time to 
I am only 
drawing the attention of the House to 
the large principle which these gentlemen 
whose names are on the back of the Bill 
desire to see promoted. I have no doubt 
that hon. Gentlemen and the right hon, 
Baronet would desire that we should say 
nothing about the second part of the Bill. 
[An Hon. MemBer: It is dropped. | 
Now with regard to the first portion of 
the Bill. 


poses, the Bill which we discussed here 


That is, for all practical pur- 


last Wednesday. No one can doubt 
—having regard to what is well 


known, viz., that there is a large number 
of boys in the great majority of pits— 
that the effect, if you make it impossible 
for young people under twenty-one to go 
down into the pits for more than eight 
hours, would be to put a stop to all work 
in the great bulk of collieries after eight 
hours work. Of that there can be no 
doubt, and all the objections which were 
raised last Wednesday to the inequality 
which would prevail throughout the 
various districts by instituting an eight 
hours Bill apply equally to this Bill. 
But it is in a more objectionable form 
than the proposal of last week, because 
not only would it have the effect of 
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limiting the hours in mines to eight, but | value unless you know the number of 
it sets up for the first time in my know_ | persons employed under ground at these 
ledge a distinction between a man of ages. I have looked into the figures so 
twenty-one and a man of twenty-two, and | far as we have them and I find» 


talks in what I cannot help thinking is 


| 


| 


curiously enough, that the figures for 


exaggerated and ridiculous language of a | fatal accidents to persons under sixteen, 


man of twenty-one being a boy. 


If this | and those for fatal accidents to persons 


proposal was carried, a man of twenty-one | over sixteen, show almost identically the 


would be fettered by the number of hours 


| 


he was allowed to labour, and a man of | 
twenty-two would be totally unfettered | 


and the consequence would be that the 
man of twenty-one would not be in 
as 
of 


as good a position to earn wages 


the man of twenty-two. To talk 


a man of twenty-one being a boy—| 


[An Hon. MEMBER dissented |—well, 203 


if the hon. Gentleman likes. As 


was | 


stated on the other side of the House, 


and is confirmed by the reports of the 
mining inspectors, many of these men 
are married, and some of them have 
considerable families. I see no justifi- 


cation at all—whatever may be the 


justification for legislating with regard | 


to boys—for shorter hours in the way 
that is here proposed. The hon. Member 
for the Ilkeston Division quoted some 
statistics and some cases of a very 
pathetic character, but these cases by 
no means make out a reason for passing 
this Bill. Granting that none of them 
are untrue, I should be very sorry to 
base a great measure of this kind on 
the two or three cases the hon. Gentle- 
men gave to the House. But, if there 
is necessity for some legislation on the 
hours of employment of boys, it is 
ridiculous to argue from that that you 
ought to try to limit the hours of every 
man over twenty-one. Statistics were 
quoted by the right hon. Baronet, in re- 
spect of the deaths that occurred from acci- 
dents under sixteen and over sixteen. I 
entirely agree with all the last speaker 
said, that these statistics are of no 





same percentage. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I said that, 


| but immediately above that, it becomes 


‘enormously the other way. From six- 
teen to twenty, the deaths become 
frightful. 





*Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot go into these 
details We not know the 
number of psrsons between the ages of 
sixteen and twenty employed, and there- 
fore we cannot say anything on that 
point, but I do know that the percen- 
tage of fatal accidents below sixteen is no 


now. do 


more than the percentage of fatal accidents 
above sixteen. It is impossible to enlarge 
upon this question at this time of the day, 
but I hope that in deciding upon 
this question, the House will consider 
a much broader than any 
that have been pressed on their attention 
by those favour of the Bill. 
They must remember that they are deal- 
ing with an industry which is the life 


question 


in 


blood of this country—an industry not 
only enormously important in itself, but, 
from the fact that it is the motive power 
of every other industry in the country, is 
at the very root and bottom of the 
prosperity of all the industries in this 
country. When other countries are going 
ahead to, I am afraid, a much greater 
extent than we are in manufacturing 
industries, I hope the House will consider 
carefully before they lay a further handi- 
cap without adequate cause being shown 
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(5.28.) Question put. 
handicapped, might bring to the ground | 





the whole of the great industries and the 


prosperity of the country. 
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Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 
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O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
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Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
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Cranborne, Viscount 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
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Maxwell, RtHnsSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumitriessh. 
Milner,Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Mitchell, William 
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Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Purvis, Robert Smith,H.C(N’rth’mb. Tyneside | Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Pym, C. Guy Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) | Wason,JohnCathceart(¢ Irkney) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) Welby,Lt.-Col. A C E(Taunton 

Stanley,Edward Jas.(Somerset | Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 


Ratcliff, R. F. | Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M’Taggart | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | Stroyan, John Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Renshaw, Charles Bine | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Renwick, George Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) Wilson, Jehn (Glasgow) 
Robinson, Brooke | Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv. | Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Round, James | Thorburn, Sir Walter | Wodehouse, RtHn. E.R.(Bath) 
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Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Sandys,Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles | Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | Young, Samuel 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. Valentia, Viscount 
Simeon, Sir Barrington Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas Mr. Banbury and Mr. 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. Laurence Hardy. 
Words added. adjourn, I may perhaps be permitted to 


remind the House of an arrangement 
come to with regard to the discussion on 
the Report of Supply, including the Vote 
on Account, tomorrow. There _ was 
Second Reading put off for six months. | nothing said as to whether it would con- 

'clude before twelve o'clock or not. I 
believe that the general feeling will 


AEAEE SARS Se ee ae probably be in favour of concluding all 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


the outstanding work in connection with 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 4), Report of Supply before midnight ; 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie but I cannot now ask for an assurance on 
upon the Table. the matter ; and I, therefore, give notice 
that I will move to suspend the twelve 

Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. o’clock rule tomorrow. Of course, if a 
satisfactory arrangement can be made in 
the meantime, that Motion will not be 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. made. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): The 
upon the Table. Report must be taken at a reasonably 
early hour. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The first 








BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. business, 
Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Barour, Manchester, Adjourned at twenty minutes before 
E.): In moving that the House do now six o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 13th March, 1902. 


Returns, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MEXBOROUGH AND SWINTON TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [u.1.]. 


Presented, and read 1°*. 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.]. 
BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [1]. 
Presented ; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL 
BILL [u.1.}. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL [u.1.], 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [11.]. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


TIVERTON MARKET BILL [u1.1.], 
Committed. 


HAMILTON GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.], 
House in Committee (according to 
Order); Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Aniendments to be received tomorrow. 
ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS 

BIL 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


LONDON AND BRIGHTON ELECTRIC 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.], 


MEXBOROUGH AND SWINTONTRA M - 
WAYS BILL [u.1.], 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.], 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.], 


BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [u.1.], 


EXETER AND DISTRICT 
BILL [u.1.], 


SOUTH SHIELDS, SUNDERLAND, AND 
DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.], 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL, 


VOL. CIV. [FourRTH SERIES. | 


TRAMWAYS 


MARCH 1902} 


Keports, ke. 1206 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL. 
Examiner’s certificates of non-com 
pliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Com- 

mittee on Thursday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





_— 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authoris- 
ing— 

I. The construction of— 

1. Light railways in the city of 
Worcester and in the rural dis- 
tricts of Pershore and Upton-on- 
Severn, in the county ot 
Worcester. 

2. Light railways in the boroughs 
of Jarrow and South Shields, in 
the county of Durham. 

3. A light railway in the county of 
Sussex between Northiam and 
Rye. 

4. Light railways in the parishes of 
Edgware, Finchley, Friern- 
Barnet, Hendon, Hornsey, 
Kingsbury, Little Stanmore 
Southgate, Tottenham, Wemb- 
ley, Willesden, and Wood Green, 
in the county of Middlesex. 

5. Light railways in the county of 
Stafford, in the boroughs of 
Stoke-upon- Trent, Newcastle- 
under-Lyne, Longton, and 
Hanley. 

6. Alight railway in the parish of 
Clifton, in the rural district of 
Barton-upon-Irwell, in the 
county palatine of Lancaster. 

7. A light railway in the urban dis- 
tricts of Pemberton and Ashton- 
in-Makerfield, in the county 
palatine of Lancaster. 

A light railway in the county of 
Southampton, from Lyndhurst 
to Lyndhurst Road. 

9. Light railways in the city of 
Worcester and the rural dis- 
tricts of Martley and Upton-on- 
Severn, in the county of Wor- 
cester. 

10. Light railways in the urban and 


9 





rural districts of Dartford, in 
the county of Kent. 
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11. Light railways in the county of 
Suffolk, from Lowestoft to Kes- 
singland. 

12. Light railways in the county of 
Stafford, in the parishes of 
Wednesfield and Short Heath, 
and the abandonment of certain 
light railways authorised by the 
Essington and Ashmore Light 
Railway Order, 1900. 

13. Light railways in the counties of 
Southampton and Surrey, from 
Aldershot to Farnborough. 

14. Light railways in the county of 
Leicester, from Loughborough 
to Mountsorrel, and in the 
borough of Loughborough. 

II. The deviation of a light railway 
authorised by the Middleton Light Rail- 
ways Order, 1898, and for other pur- 


poses, 


Presented 'by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of Jesus College, Oxford, on 6th 
December, 1901, amending Statute V. of 
the Statutes of the College and the 
schedule relating King Charles the First’s 
Trust : Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and to be printed. (No. 29.) 





PETITIONS. 





TEMPERANCE. 
Petition in favour of further legislation 


respecting ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
H.L. }. 


A Bill to amend the law relating to 
county courts in Ireland was presented 
by the Lord Ashbourne ; read 1* to be 
printed ; and to be read 2* on Thursday 
next. (No 30.) 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT ‘(1901) 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.1.], 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). 

Clause 1— 

*Viscount LLANDAFF moved the 
omission of Clause 1, which provided that 
Part II of the Sixth Schedule of the Act 
of 1901 should be amended by including 
in the list of factories and workshops, 


{LORDS} 
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laundries carried on by way of trade or 


for the purpose of gain. He presumed 
that the intention of the noble Earl in 
charge of the Bill was to make steam 
laundries factories, and all other laundries 
workshops. If that was his intention, 
the clause failed to carry it into effect, 
because the existing law in the Factory 
Act of 1901 only made an industrial 
establishment a factory when steam, water 
or other mechanical power was used in it 
for manufacturing processes. Laundry pro- 
cesses were not manufacturing processes. 
The result of the clause would be that 
all laundries, steam and otherwise, would 
be workshops. He objected entirely to 
the application in this way en bloc of the 
factory legislation to laundries. The 
Factory Acts were devised, in the first 
instance, for the great textile factories, 
and there had been included non-textile 
factories and workshops, but some manu- 
facturing process was carried on in them. 
Manufacturing processes were capable of 
being carried on at any hour, continuously, 
and with perfect regularity. The con- 
sequence was that in a factory it was 
possible to have fixed hours for work and 
meals, in fact, perfect regularity. That 
was not possible in the case of an in- 
dustry which was not a manufacturing 
industry. 

There were four classes of industry, 
to which certain portions of the Factory 
Act had been applied, namely, docks, 
buildings, railways and laundries. In 
each of those cases Parliament had de- 
clined to apply the Factory Act as a 
whole, but had picked out certain pro- 
visions appropriate to the industry in 
question, and made those, and those only, 
applicable. In the case of laundries the 
application was more extensive. It was 
clear from the Bill that the clauses which 
the noble Earl wished to apply were 
those which regulated the hours of em- 
ployment and the time for meals and 
holidays, which were precisely she clauses 
not suitable to laundries. The operation 
of this industry was not regular, like that 
of manufactures, but intermittent, vary- 
ing greatly at different parts of the week. 
For these reasons it was thought right, in 
the Act of 1901, to leave considerable 
elasticity in the arrangements under 


which laundry work was allowed to be 
carried on. The laundry clause of the 
Factory and Workshop Act of 1901 was 
simply a reproduction of the clause in the 
Laundry Act of 1895. 


The latter clause 
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was referred to the Standing Committee | means of escape in case of fire were 
on Trade, which was strengthened by | adequate. How was the discipline of a 
the addition of many Members. Mr. home for the rescue of young women 
Asquith, the then Home Secretary, was from evil habits to be maintained in such 
added to the Committee, which also in- | circumstances? He agreed that it was 
cluded the Chancellor of the Exchequer, | desirable that there should be some sort 
the President of the Board of Trade, the | of security that these institutions did not 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, and | take liberties which were not allowed to 





two other Members of the present 
Government. All these right hon. Gentle- 
men voted in favour of the hours which 
the present law prescribed for the laundry 
business, as against the hours prescribed 
in the Factory Act. Under the noble 


Earl’s Bill laundries could only work for | 


twelve hours—from six, seven, eight or 
nine o'clock in the morning to the cor- 


responding hour in the evening. Out of | 


that, one and half hours were taken for 
meals, whereas in the Act of 1901 the 
utmost latitude was allowed. Fourteen 
hours of work might be done at any 


period of the day and night, and the hours | 


for meals were not fixed. All that was 
said was that there must be half-an-hour 


allowed for meals after every spell of five 


hours work. A maximum of sixty hours in 
the week for women was fixed in the 
existing Act, with the result that the whole 
of the work could be thrown on four 
days in the week. This was settled by the 
particularly strong Committee of 1895, 


after most elaborate discussion, and after | 


receiving information from all parts 


of the country as to what would be, 


most convenient for the laundry trade. 
Overtime was a small matter. The law, 
as frxed in 1901, allowed two hours over- 
time, whereas the Bill now before the 


House would only allow one hour. The | 
Congress of Laundry Associations, held | 


at Manchester on March 4th, adopted a 
resolution declaring that the interval of 
five hours between meals was much more 


convenient to the trade than the four and a | 


half hours proposed in the Bill. It 
seemed to him that these changes, after 
so short an interval, were most vexatious. 


With regard to convent laundries, in | 


which he was very much interested, the 
Bill would entail inspection by three 
separate sets of inspectors. An inspector 
of nuisancesunder the local authority would 
enter to ascertain whether the sanitary 
arrangements were perfect ; there would 
be a Home Office inspector to see that 


everything was done to prevent accidents ; | 


and, in London, the County Council 


would send an inspector to see that the | 





commercial laundries, but he thought this 
-could be done in a better way than by 
| putting them under the Factory Act, as 
|proposed. Only a short time ago the 
| Home Office issued a circular to these in- 
' stitutions, in which they were invited to 
say whether they would submit them- 
selves voluntarily to Government inspec- 
|tion. The great majority of the in- 
stitutions in London would, he had 
reason to know, assent to this inspec- 
tion. It would be unfair and unreason- 
able, before sufficient time had been given 
for the answers to this circular to be 
received, and before the experiment of 
the Home Office had been tried, to allow 
a Bill to pass which handed over the in- 
stitutions to the various inspecting bodies 
he had named. The numerous small 
cottage laundries, in which less than two 
outside persons were employed, would be 
likely to be killed by the Bill. No doubt 
the Bill would protect women in these 
small laundries from excessive hours ; it 
would also have the effect of closing these 
laundries altogether, and of the two evils 
he thought it would be better that they 
should work long hours than have no 
'work at all. He had very little sym- 
pathy with trade rivalry which 
masqueraded under the guise of philan- 
thropy in this way. The larger laundries 
were trying to kill the smaller laundries. 
He had looked through the reports of the 
‘factory inspectors and could not find in 
any of them suggestions in the direction 
of this Bill. In fact, they said the opera- 
tives were highly satisfied with the Act, 
and he hoped their Lordships would not 
tamper with an industry of this sort 
without an inquiry. The Congress of 
Laundries Associations, at its meeting at 
| Manchester, passed a number of resolu- 
tions, one of which urged the Home 
| Secretary to appoint a Commission to 
inquire into the laundry trade and ascer- 
tain if any changes in the law were neces- 
sary. Another resolution condemned the 
proposed four and a half hours shift and 
suggested a five hours shift. He thought it 
would be undesirable to deal in this hasty 


2X 2 


| 





1211 Act Amendment Bill. 1212 


way with a trade which specially in-| complaint of the existing legislation, in 
terested the poorer classes in the com- | the Factory Report for the year 1901, and 


Factory and Workshop 


{LORDS} 


munity. 


Moved, to leave out Clause 1.—(Vis- 
count Llandaff.) 


THE Ear or LYTTON said he thought 
the speech of the noble Viscount was one 
which they might have expected rather 
at the Second Reading than at the Com- 
mittee stage of the Bill, because he 
understood that this Amendment was 
nothing less than a Motion for the rejec- 
tion of the whole measure. As 
the Second Reading was accepted 
without a division he was sure their Lord- 
ships would hardly reject the Bill now. 
The noble Viscount had argued from the 
intermittent character of the work in a 
laundry that it was unsuited to be treated 
as a factory, but the Bill provided for 
special hours, such as were allowed in 
only three other industries included in 
the Factory Act, and he considered that 


these would give sufficient flexibility to. 


enable laundries to carry on their work 
without difficulty. The noble Viscount 
had told the House that the Act of 1895, 
which constituted the law on this subject 
at the present moment, received the assent 
of the Standing Committee on Trade and 
of a number of other high authorities. 
He believed that was the case, but 
reminded the House that the Clause in 


| over and over again the factory inspectors 
had pointed out that the existing law was: 
| altogether unsatisfactory. The clauses 
_in the Bill had already been brought for- 

ward by the Government last year. He 


| hoped the Amendment would be rejected. 


| THe LORD BISHOP or WIN- 
| CHESTER dwelt on the fact that the 
Bill, with the exception of one clause, 
had virtually been accepted by the Govern- 
ment last year. The fact that in 1895 
the Grand Committee on Trade, with so 
many important persons upon it, accepted 
what was then thought to be a desirable 
measure, and five years afterwards de- 
cided to change it, seemed to him to be 
the strongest possible argument in favour 
of the present Bill. On that Bench they 
admitted that a certain amount of 
inconvenience would be caused to those 
in charge of the institutions by the visits. 
of the inspectors, but they were perfectly 
prepared to put up with that inconven- 
lence on the ground of the larger interests. 
involved. It must be remembered, too, 
that the visits of inspectors of sanitation 
and so forth were already allowed ; and 
| he had not heard of any difficulty having 
| arisen in consequence. He ventured to 
| hope that the House, having aceepted the 
‘principle of the Bill, would reject the 
Amendment. 





this Bill, which had been taken out of the | 

Government Bill of last year, also received | 

the unanimous support of the Grand| Lorp BELPER thought it was hardly 
Committee on Trade and of other high | necessary to say, after the Government 
authorities in factory legislation. That | had assented to the Second Reading of 
fact showed that the intervening years | the Bill, that they would not support an 
had proved that the laundry industry | Amendment such as this, which was 
had changed, and that its condition called | directed to the principle of the Bill. If 
for stricter legislation. As to the inspec-| the present Amendment and the others. 
tion of convent laundries, that would deal | which the noble Viscount had put down 
only with the laundry, and would not | were carried, there would practically be 
interfere with the institution itself. The | nothing left of the Bill. He had already 
noble Viscount had informed the House | stated that there were some provisions 


that he was unable to find anything in 
the reports of the factory inspectors for 
the years 1895 to 1900 which recom- 
mended a change in the direction of this 
Bill. He (Lord Lytton) had found a very 
large number of instances in which 
changes precisely such as were proposed 
in the Bill were recommended in the 


which the Government were not prepared 
/to accept in the exact form in the Bill. 
| An inquiry was now going on which the 
| Home Secretary had good reason to sup- 
| pose would lead to satisfactory results, and 
under those circumstances the Government 
were not prepared at the moment to move 
' detailed Amendments, but if the Bill 





Factory Reports, and he had already | made progress it would be competent to 
given quotations in moving the Second | the Home Secretary to move in another 
Reading. There were no less than six | place whatever Amendments he might 
pages devoted to this subject, and to a | think necessary. 


Viscount Llandaff. 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH was glad the 
noble Lord had so clearly stated the inten- 
tion of the Government to resist the 
Amendment. If there was one trade to 
which the Factory Act should be applied 
more than another, it was to the laundry 
trade. 


management, or was promoted for religious 
or charitable purposes, it should escape 
inspection. Indeed, history went to show 
that it was exactly in these institutions 
that it was desirable there should be the 
publicity sought in order to secure the 
institutions dealt with from suggestions 
of abuse, as such institutions were very 
likely to have these suggestions made 
The question as to the 


one for Committee, and he was quite sure 
that the noble Earl in charge of the Bill 
would be glad to consider any re-adjust- 
ment of hours which was thought desir- 


able. He hoped the House would support 


the Government in rejecting this Amend- 
ment. 


Lorp STANMORE hoped, before the 
Question was put, that someone in 
authority would give the House a legal 
definition of what was a laundry. It 
appeared to him that if this Bill passed 
into law in its present form any old 
woman in a village who washed a pair of 
stockings and received threepence would 
come under its ban. If the noble Earl 
would agree to exempt from the operation 


of the Bill any place where washing was 
carried on only by the members of one 


family, or by the members of the same 
family and one assistant, he would cor- 


dially support the rest of the Bill. 


THE EArt or LYTTON pointed out 
that by Clause 111 of the present Act 
“ domestic laundries ”—laundries in which 


only members of the same family were 
employed—were already exempted. If 


this Bill passed, those laundries would 
still be exempted. 


*ViscountT LLANDAFF: But where 
a single agent is employed they fall under 
the Factory Act. 

The Eart or LYTTON: Yes. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Clause 1 agreed tc. 
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He did not think that because a | 
laundry was under religious or charitable | 
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*ViscounT LLANDAFF said that after 
| the decision of the House with regard to 
| his first Amendment, it was not his inten- 
| tion to move the other Amendments 
| standing in his name. 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; and 
| re-committed to the Standing Committee. 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL [u.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3* on Tuesday next. 


LONDON WATER BILL [u.t.]. 
[SECOND READING.] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, it will probably be in your 
Lordships’ recollection that there was 
an announcement in the Speech from 
the Throne that a Bill would be sub- 
mitted to Parliament for the better 
control of the water supply of London. 
In pursuance of that announcement, a 
Bill was introduced in the House of 
Commons by the President of the 
Local Government Board, and upon 
its being read a second time, a Motion 
was carried to the effect that it was 
expedient that the Bill should be com- 
mitted to a Joint Committee of Lords 
and Commons. In order to carry out 
that Resolution, it will be necessary that 
this House should concur in it, and 
should appoint a Committee to act 
jointly with the Committee of the other 
House. Those who are the guardians 
of the procedure of your Lordships’ 
House feel that’ in order to give effect 
to the Resolution of the House of 
Commons, if your Lordships think right 
to concur in it, it is necessary to 
introduce a measure identical with that 
which has been read a second time in 
another place. If that were not done, 


it is felt that there would 
be nothing to refer, and that 
noble Lords, acting on the Joint 
Committee, without this Bill being 


before your Lordships’ House, would be 
acting only as assessors. ‘The first thing 
| you have to consider is whether there 
| Should be joint action. The Government 
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recommend that this would be a wise | burden of this inquiry—namely, the rate- 
course to take. It is felt that, in the | payers—and is not a course taken in any 
circumstances of the case, one inquiry political interest on the part of the 
is better than two. The inquiry must | Government. There are those who are 
be one of great length, and must | very much interested in the proceedings 
involve very great expense, and as some | before the Committee, and who will 





of the parties interested in the matter. 
will, in the conduct of their case before 
the Committee, be spending the money 
of the ratepayers, it is felt that such 
expenditure should not be repeated by | 
the holding of a second identical inquiry. | 
This is a public Bill introduced by the. 
Government, and, of course, under such | 
circumstances you do not have a/| 
reference to a Select Committee, as in| 
the case of private Bills. At the same | 
time, you are dealing with private 
property, and therefore it is necessary, | 
rom that aspect of the Bill, that there | 


should be an inquiry, the same as if 
the Bill had been introduced as a 
private Bill. | 

The procedure by Joint Committee | 
seems to be not only advisable, but | 
necessary. That being so, it is held’ 
that in order to give this House, as it 
were, the right position in the Joint 
Committee, the Bill should be intro- 
duced into your Lordships’ House. 
The Bill has been introduced, and is | 
identical with that read a second 
time in the House of Commons. | 
But it is not intended to proceed with 
the Bill except so far as the purpose of 
its going before the Joint Committee | 
necessitates its being proceeded with. | 
The Bill of the House of Commons, after | 
the inquiry by the Joint Committee, will 
be returned to that House, and, having | 
been considered, will be sent to your 
Lordships’ House to be proceeded with. 
as though the Bill I now ask should be 
read a second time had never been intro- 
duced. The position and the rights of | 
your Lordships, therefore, will not be in 
any way affected by what is now taking 
place. The Bill will be read a first 
time, a second time, and _ proceeded 
with in the usual way, the whole object 
of this procedure today being to avoid 
two inquiries. I have communicated | 
with my noble friend Lord Tweedmouth, | 
as representing the interests of the | 
London County Council, and as having 
fully considered the Water question, and | 
I trust there will be no opposition to the 
course proposed today, which is taken in 
the interests of those who will bear the 


Lord Jaines of Hereford. 


on this subject. 


sity of 


petition in order to be heard. I am 
desired by the noble Earl the Chairman, 
of Committees to state that parties wish- 
ing to be heard will not require to. 
present two petitions, and that one 
petition to be heard will give every 
party petitioning a locus standi to place 
their views before the Committee. I 


think only one set of Gentlemen will 


be disappointed with the proposal I am 
now making, namely, the members of 
my own profession, the Bar. I beg to 
move the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 
2*.—(Lord James of Hereford.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords,. 
I am sorry my noble friend Lord Spencer 
is not here today, but he and I have 
talked this matter over, and I think I[ 
am able to convey to your Lordships 
what his views, as well as my own, are 
The procedure is un- 
doubtedly somewhat unusual. I do not 
pretend to be an authority on the 


_ practice of this House, but it does seem 


to me that the procedure is unnecessary. 
I believe that this House has a perfect 
power at any time to join a Committee 
of the other House for any purpose what- 
ever, without the preliminary introduc- 
tion of a Bill, as in the present case. 
I think there is a good precedent for 
that—not, it is true, in respect of public 
Bills, but in respect of private Bills. 
We have had two instances in recent 
years — the Dublin Corporation _ Bill, 
which originated in the other House, 
and the Amalgamated Railways Bill in 
1890, which originated in this House— 
in which a Joint Committee of the two: 
Houses was appointed without the Bill 
being read a second time in the House 
in which it did not originate. So that, 
as far as private Bills are concerned, 
there is a precedent for joining in 
a Joint Committee without the neces- 
reading the Bill a_ second 
time. If the authorities of the House 
have decided that it is desirable that the 
procedure suggested by the noble and 
learned Lord should be followed, we are 
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ready to agree with it, with the caveat 
that we do not think it 1s acourse which 
is absolutely necessary. 


My Lords, I should like to say one 
word with regard to the Committee 
itself. I do not know what is to be the 
procedure in appointing this Committee. 
As I understand, the Members of the 
other House are to be nominated by the 
Committee of Selection, and not through 
the ‘‘ usual channels,” and I hope I may 
take that as an indication that the Com- 
mittee is to be an entirely impartial Com- 
mittee, and not in any sense made up of 
partisan representatives. I think that 
for the purposes of this Committee the 
precedent of an ordinary Private Bill 
Committee should be followed, and that 
it should be composed of impartial 
Members acquainted with the subject, | 
who will deal with it in an impartial 
spirit, doing full justice to all the interests 
concerned. What will be the points 
which the Committee will have to con- 
sider? First, the principle and constitu- 
tion of the new Water Authority ; and, 
secondly, the question as to what the 
powers of that Authority are to be, and 
especially whether it is to have the power, 
directly it is appointed, and before it has 
obtained knowledge and experience, of 
coming to an agreement by settlements 
with the Water Companies. That will be 
a point they will have to consider very 
carefully. It is provided that the question 
between the Authorities and the Water 
Companies should be settled by arbitration. 
I think there might be a little addition 
made on the financial side of the Arbi- 
tration Court, but that will be another 
point the Joint Committee will have to 
consider. Then there will be the question 
of the nstructions to the arbitrators, and 
I hope the instructions will be as wide as 
possible, and that they will be allowed to 
go fully into all the circumstances of this 
question, which really should be kept 
clear of any political Party complexion. 
This is essentially a question which 
affects the health, the comfort, and the 
pockets of the inhabitants of London, 
and it should be considered free from all 
political Party bias, for really no 
questions are involved before the Com- 
mittee which should lend themselves to 
treatment in that fashion. I assume 
that I have the assurance of the noble 
and learned Lord that the Committee 
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will be appointed on the lines I suggest ; 
that the reference to that Committee will 
be as wide as possible ; that by assenting 
to the Motion this House isin no way 
whatever damnified with regard to its 
future proceedings on the Bill; that 
this Bill is brought forward pro forma 
to satisfy the forms of the House ; that 
when the Bill introduced in the House of 
Commons has been read a third time, it 
willcome up to this House in the ordinary 
way; and that, with regard to the 
remaining stages of the Bill in this 
House, we shall have as complete power 
of dealing with this measure as with any 
other Bill coming frou the House of 
Commons. With that assurance, I assent 
to the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morty): My Lords, I 
wish to say one word on the question of 
procedure, especially with regard to the 
procedure adopted in the case of the 
Irish Acts referred to. A private Bill 
is quite different from a public Bill, inas- 
much as a Second Reading of a private 
Bill does not necessarily carry the 
adoption of the principle of the Bill with 
it. The noble Lord behind me consulted 
me at the beginning of the session as to 
whether this Bill could be referred toa 
Joint Committee without having been 
read a second time in this House. That 
seemed to me impossible, because it 
would be referring a Bill to a Committee, 
whereas the House had had no oppor- 
tunity, up to that time, of expressing any 
view on the principle of it. The noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack agreed 
with me that the only way in which this 
could be done would be to introduce 
what would be a transitory Bill into this 
House and then drop it and wait for the 
Bill brought into the other House to come 
up to your Lordships in the usual way. 
I have troubled your Lordships with 
these few remarks in order to make it 
clear why this novel procedure is neces- 
sary. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: It is rather 
awkward that we should be twice over 
asked to accept the principle of the Bill. 
The whole question of the principle of 
the measure can be raised when it ccmes 
up from the House of Commons, so that 
our assent today is rather worthless. 
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THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Sa.is- 
BURY): My Lords, if I might make the 
observation without impertinence on the 
speech of the noble Lord, I think that he 
did what he censures us for doing, and 
that was, made some very unnecessary 
protestations. He dwelt very much on 
the absolute necessity of guarding our- 
selves from any Party feeling in this 
matter. 1 confess, being an old Parlia- 
mentary hand, that I always hear with 
some suspicion when any person guards 
himself from the imputation of any 
political feeling. I assure the noble Lord 
that it is unnecessary, and [ rather resent 
the imputation which, by what he said, he 
conveyed upon the ordinary Committees 
of this House, as though it was a very 
special and unusual privilege that ~we 
should approach any of the subjects 
committed to our consideration without 
strong Party feeling. I believe there is 
no justification for any such imputation 
on the Committees of the House, whether 
direct or implied; and I entirely repudiate 
the idea that we have made this arrange- 
ment in order specially to avoid the im- 
putation of party bias. There were a 
great number of other protestations made 


by the noble Lord which I do not think | 


were just to the ordinary procedure of 
this House. Of course, there will be 
entire freedom from any Party bias, 
entire freedom from leaning to one side 
or the other; but that will take place, 
not because we have adopted a special form 
of procedure in order to carry it out, but 
because it is the universal rule of a 
Committees, especially Private Bill 
Committees, in this House. I most 
heartily join with the noble Lord in not 
only wishing, but confidently trusting, 
that that will be the result, and I hope 
that nothing he has said will induce 
outside observers or critics of this House 
to say that it required his special and 
earnest and most enthusiastic interference 


in order to preserve the House of Lords | 


from such a snare. We are in no danger 
of it. I hope that, whatever the interests 
at issue may be, we shall consider them 
quite impartially, with a solitary and 
single view to the interests of the 
public. 


*EarL RUSSELL: Perhaps the noble 
and learned Lord in charge of the Bill 
will forgive me for; pressing him on a 


{LORDS} 


ll | 





Water Bill. 


small point. I 
Lord to say that the Bill is being 
read a second time pro forma, and will 
then be dropped, and that in the 
ordinary course the Bill will come up 
from the House of Commons and be read a 
first time, a second time, and “so on,” 
It is rather as to the “so on” that I 
should be glad if the noble and learned 
Lord would give me more information. 
Is it intended that the Bill should not be 
referred to a Select Committee, and 
‘should not go through any Committee 
stage in this House ? 
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understood the noble 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: This 
reference to a Joint Committee will take 
the place of a Committee of the Whole 
House. When the Bill from the House 
of Commons has been read a second 
time in this House, 1 presume the House 
will not sit in Committee on the Bill. 


Lord TWEEDMOUTH: Surely we 
are not to be deprived of the stage of 
Committee of the Whole House! It will 
be in the power of the Government to 
decide whether the Bill should go to 
\the Standing Committee, but surely 
they have no power to omit the Com- 
mittee stage. 





| Tae Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I 
| would venture to remind the noble and 
| learned Lord of what he said with regard 
'to the procedure of this Bill in the 
‘course of his statement today. He 
‘stated that the privileges and rights of 
| this House would be in no way interfered 
|with, and he pointed out that, if we 
|assented to a joint inquiry, this House 
| would be in no way damnified thereby or 
|precluded from considering this Bill 
/when it comes up from the House of 
Commons in the ordinary way. AsI 
| understand, this is merely a “dummy ” 
| Bill, because the noble and learned Lord 
has not described its merits. We are 
simply discussing the procedure, and I 
understand that if the House assents to 
the Motion now before it we shall be 
simply assenting to the Second Reading, 
_not with any reference to the merits of 
|the Bill, but for the purpose of joining 
'with the other House in Joint Com- 
| mittee. I apprehend that as soon as we 
|have done this, and appointed the 


number of Lords to the Joint Committee, 
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the Bill will be withdrawn, or, at all | the Committee stage in the Whole House 
events, will be withdrawn as soon as| would be dispensed with, but I am 
the Joint Committee have reported|now informed that the Bill, when it 


to the other House. 


Then the Bill | goes back from the Joint Committee to 


which is in the House of Commons, and | the House of Commons, will go through 


which will have been considered by this | 
Joint Committee, will come up to this 
House ; and after the Second Reading, if 
the rights and privileges of this House 
are to be preserved, as the noble and 
learned Lord has stated, of course it will 
pass through the ordinary stage of 
Committee of the whole House. If any 
other procedure is followed, the rights of 
this House will be most distinctly inter- | 
fered with. Suppose any private Member | 
were to propose this course, the Govern- | 
ment would most strongly object to it. I 
am not expressing any opinion with 
regard to the merits of the Bill, but I 
do say that this procedure is, so far as 
we know, absolutely without precedent. 
We adopt it simply for the purpose of 
public convenience, and I understood 
the noble and learned Lord to say | 
that it would not in any way _ inter- 
fere with the rights and privileges of 
the House. In fact, he went so far as to 
state that when the Bill came up for 
Second Reading any Member of your 
Lordships’ House would have a perfect 
right to move its rejection. If any noble 
Lord has a right to move the rejection of | 
the Bill on Second Reading, why should 
the House not have the right to amend 
the Bill in Committee. I do not take 
any exception to this unprecedented 
procedure, but at the same time I do think 
we ought to have that right of expressing 
our opinion on the measure in principle 
and in detail which we enjoy with regard 
to any other Bill coming before us. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: It is 
quite true that this Bill is being read a 
second time formally today, and that we 
shall proceed on the House of Commons 
Bill when that Bill has been subjected to 
an inquiry by Joint Committee ; has been 
returned to that House; has passed 
through all its stages there, and then 
comes up to your Lordships’ House. It 
will be introduced and read a first time 
in this House, and will then come up for 
Second Reading, when a full debate can 
take place. As to the Committee stage, 


when I gave my previous answer, I 
regarded the private Bill aspect of the 
measure as controlling the procedure in 
this House, and I therefore thought that 


| taken 
| James of Hereford) ; agreed to; the said 


| in-Chief 


dismissed. He hoped the 


its Committee stage there, and that 


_ therefore, in the same way, when it comes 


up to this House, it will go through its 
Committee stage also. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2* 


accordingly. 


Then it was moved that the Commons 
Message of Tuesday, the 4th instant, 
respecting the London Water Bill 
(introduced in the House of Commons) be 
into consideration—(Zhe Lord 


Message considered accordingly. 


Moved to resolve, ‘‘ That this House do 
concur in the following Resolution 
communicated by the Commons, viz. : 
‘That it is expedient that the London 
Water Bill be committed to a Joint 
Committee of Lords and Commons’ ;” 
agreed to; and a Message ordered to be 
sent to the House of Commons to acquaint 
them therewith. 


YEOMANRY—POSITION OF OFFICERS— 
RECRUITING, ec. 
*ViscountT GALWAY asked for some 
explanation as to the position of Yeo- 
manry officers under the Militia Act, 
and as to the state of recruiting for the 
Yeomanry. Hesaid that a Memorandum 
had been issued by the Commander- 
suggesting that Yeomanry 
officers who were enlisted before August 
of last year should resign their com- 
missions and accept new ones under the 
Militia Act. It was thought by some 
persons that the Memorandum implied 
that all Yeomanry officers who did not 


'comply with the request contained therein 


and come under the new conditions would 
be compelled to resign and thus practically 
noble and 


gallant Lord the Under Secretary of 


| point. 


of officers that before accepting a new 


State for War would be able to make 
a satisfactory statement on _ that 
It was felt by a large number 


‘commission they were entitled to be 
‘informed what the duties would com- 


| prise. 


For instance, he had been told 
that it would be possible for Yeomanry 
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officers to be summoned to serve on 
Courts-martial, co be called up for duty 
with cavalry regiments,. and to be 
detailed for any other duty by the General 
Officer commanding the district. 
it would make it extremely difficult to 
get Yeomanry officers. 
Government, in forming the new 
Districts, not to interfere more than was 
absolutely necessary with the recruiting 
areas of the old regiments. A civilian 
who went to South Africa with the 
company which he (Viscount Galway) 
sent out in January, 1900, and who 
served with them until his return last 
summer, had written, stating that he 
would like to rejoin his Yeomanry 
regiment. 
county he could not be recruited. 
Another man wrote, stating that his 
greatest friends were in Viscount 


Galway’s regiment, and that although | 


he did not reside in the county he 
would very much like to join that corps. 
It is very hard on Yeomanry command- 
ing officers to prevent them getting 


efficient men by a restriction against a_ 


man who happened to be residing out- 
side a particular recruiting area from 
enlisting within that area. There was 
another important consideration, if the 
Yeomanry was to be made _ popular, 
namely, the granting of facilities to 
Yeomanry officers to obtain commissions 
in the Line direct through the Yeomanry 
as through the Militia. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord RaeGway): 
My Lords, there appears to be some mis- 
understanding of the Circular sent out 
to Yeomanry officers. The Commander- 
in-Chief is most anxious that officers now 
serving should accept new commissions 
in accordance with the terms of the 
Circular. It is obvious that incon- 
venience may result from two sets of 
officers serving alongside one another 
under different obligations and condi- 
tions. I am able, however, to assure 
my noble friend that there is no 
intention of compelling officers to choose 
between resignation and coming in 
under the new Act. A refusal to come 
under it will not necessarily involve 
resignation; but all the officers from 
whom replies have yet been received 
have agreed t> come under the new 


/ < a tg veut Galway. 


{LORDS} 


If so, | 


He urged the | 


But as he lived in another | 
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(conditions. I am asked by my noble 
friend whether the particular liabilities 
under the new Act will include liability 
to be summoned to serve on Courts- 
martial, to be called up for duty with 
cavalry regiments, and to be detailed for 
any other duty by the General Officer 
commanding the Bi The answer 
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istrict. 
on these three points is in the negative 
| so far as officers who are not actually em- 
| bodied or called out for training are con- 
‘cerned. Thechief object of bringing them 
‘under the Militia Act is to make them, 
like Militia officers, subject to the Army 
Act all the year round as individuals for 
disciplinary purposes. It is necessary to 
have a certain power over them in the 
event of their committing any military 
offence during the non-training period. 
The position of the Yeomanry officer will 
be exactly the same as that of the Militia 
officer now, and even in the present 
emergency no Militia officer has been 
called out for any military duty except 
on embodiment without lis own consent. 
With regard to recruiting, by the latest 
returns the enrolled strength on January 
lst was 17,000, of whom 2,883 have joined 
during the preceding quarter and 7,000 
since the summer of 1901. As to the 
re-adjustment of recruiting areas, the old 
force consisted of only thirty-eight units; 
they are now fifty-three, and it is hoped 
that they will eventually be fifty-nine. The 
result has been that, owing to the 
formation of the new regiments, some of 
| . 

the old regiments have been debarred 
; from recruiting in areas in which they 
| have hitherto been allowed to recruit. 
There is no objection whatever to a man 
outside « particular recruiting area 
enlisting within that area, but, of course, 
the travelling expenses or marching 
money will not be paid, and commanding 
officers will not be allowed to offer 
inducements to men outside their re 
cruiting area. Arrangements have been 
made that all large centres of population 
should be regarded as a common 
recruiting ground for all regiments of 
Yeomanry within a reasonable distance. 
The towns, especially market towns lying 
near to the border, are to be regarded as 
the recruiting ground for both regiments, 
| and it will be left to the General Officer 
commanding the District to say what 
| towns come within that category. Every 
|General Officer commanding has been 
furnished with « statement showing the 
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recruiting area which it is proposed to 
assign to the Yeomanry units under his 
command, and _ instructed to 
whether the arrangements will meet the 
views of those concerned. The 
question of Line Commissions is still 
under consideration. 


*THE Earn oF NORTHBROOK 
expressed his satisfaction at hearing 
that it had never been intended that 
Yeomanry officers should be compelled 
to come in under the Militia Acts. 


Lorp HENEAGE said he hoped that | 


the Government would not relax too 
much the regulation now in force by 
which men who wished to join the 
Yeomanry were compelled to join the 
regiments in their particular counties. 
In Lincolnshire they were in a difficult 
position in this respect. After much 
delay they had obtained permission to 
raise a regiment of Yeomanry in that 
county, but they found that between 120 
and 150 of the yeomen of Lincolnshire 
belonged to regiments in other counties, 
and naturally, if the regulations were 
relaxed, pressure would be put on those 
men to remain with their regiments. 


THE EARL oF DUNRAVEN inquired 
whether the inconvenience which the 
noble and gallant Lord the Under 
Secretary had stated would result from 
two sets of officers serving alongside one 
another under different obligations and 
conditions would not equally apply to 
non-commissioned officers and men. 


Lorp HARRIS said, with regard to 
the point raised by the noble Earl, Lord 
Dunraven, that there were three classes 
of men serving in the Yeomanry—the 
class who could only be called out on 
imminent fear of invasion, the class who 


could be called out as soon as the Militia | 


were embodied, and the class who came 
under the new Act and could be called 
out at the same time as, or before, the 
Militia were embodied. When he 
received the Commander - in - Chief’s 
Memorandum suggesting that Yeomanry 
officers should resign and _ accept 
commissions under the new Act, he 
replied informing the General Officer 
commanding the District that he thought 
it unreasonable to expect officers to 
comply with that invitation unless they 
were informed of the new conditions under 


{13 Marcu 1902} 


report | 
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which they were asked to serve. Asa 
result of that, the Law Officers of the 
Crown were consulted, and they drafted 
a Memorandum setting forth the differ- 
ence between the conditions of service 
| previous to the passing of the Act of last 
_year and the conditions at the present 
time under the Act. He was now ina 
position to inform his officers of the 
nature of the obligations they undertook 
by complying with the request of the 
Commander in Chief; but he submitted 
that this information ought to have been 
supplied in the first instance. A great 
many extra demands were being made on 
Yeomanry officers. He was at the 
present moment serving on a Committee 
at the War Office, which he had been 
| ordered to attend ; but he did not believe 
the Commander in Chief had any power 
to order him to attend a Committee. He 
regarded the new proposals, so far as they 
assimilated the Yeomanry to the Militia, 
as a very greathonour. There was not a 
single force in His Majesty’s Service in 
any part of the world which deserved so 
much the gratitude of the whole British 
Empire as the Militia regiments. He 
doubted, however, whether it was possible 
to expect from the Yeomanry precisely 
the same services as were rendered by the 
Militia, as not only the officers of the 
Yeomanry but a large number of the men 
were employers of labour. The Secretary 
of State had pinned his faith to a very 
large increase of the Yeomanry, and he 
hoped that increase would be obtained. 
But the men would be of a very different 
class from the old yeomen, who owned 
their own horses and could be depended 
upon to turn up at the place of* mobilisa- 
tion fully equipped in two days. If we 
were to get the intelligent men employed 
in clerical work in large centres of popula- 
tion, some change would have to be made 
as regards length of training. He hoped 
in the new regulations there would be 
some elastic provision which would enable 
regiments, if necessary, to do their 
squadron drill at their squadron head- 
quarters, so that the number of days’ 
training might be reduced to fourteen. 


*THE EARL oF CORK also expressed! 
the opinion, as an old Colonel of 
Yeomanry, that there should be more 
elasticity with regard to the period of 
training. He agreed that they must 


expect a very different class of men from 
the old Yeomanry. 


The old yveomen 
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were generally farmers who rode their | has been so prominently brought to the 
own horses, but the men at present being | notice of the country in connection with 
recruited had to hire horses, which would | the question of remounts, that it is 


prevent their being mobilised, at a time 
-of emergency, as speedily as would have 
been possible in former days. The 
number of days training ought to be 
reduced to fourteen. The present length 
of training had been very detrimental to 
recruiting in Somersetshire. 


Lorp WENLOCK said that if the 
Yeomanry were to be largely increased 


the Government would have to be more | 
generous in assisting new regiments. He | 


objected strongly to the system that had 
been growing up of leaving new Yeomanry 
to be formed with the help of private 
subscription. He thought the Govern- 
ment ought to be prepared to put down 
the money, making what conditions they 


/mainly, though not solely, on that 
ground that I wish to call the attention 
of the House to it, and to ask your 
Lordships to agree to the Resolution 
that stands in my name. [I shall not, 
I think, be contradicted if I lay it down 
as a fact that the home-bred animal is, 
for military purposes, superior to any 
other. Among the many experiences, 
regrettable and other, of the present war 
is the very valuable knowledge acquired 
by actual experiment of the relative 
value of various breeds of horses. Basuto 
ponies, horses from Cape Colony, from 
Australia, New Zealand, America, 
Canada, Argentina, Hungary, India, 
and England have all been used in 
competition together, and, taking them 








liked as to repayment. all round, the English horse has proved 
‘itself to be the best. But I need not 
*Lorp RAGLAN : With regard to the | labour this point. The Report of the 
point raised by Lord Heneage, it is | Assistant Inspector of Remounts, Colonel 
impossible to put pressure on men to | Birkbeck, is very instructive and con- 
transfer from one regiment to another. | clysive. It may be summed up in one 
The position will be exactly the same as | sentence, which I quote— 
it is now in the Militia. There is nothing | « Nothing hes really come up to the agit 
to prevent a man from serving in 4) horse for cavalry and draught. Notwith. 
regiment outside his own county, but he | standing change 2f diet and climate, he has 
is discouraged to the extent that he | worked and stood hardship better than any 
receives no travelling expenses outside the | °ther- 
recruiting area of the unit to which he | Of the quality of British horses there is 
belongs. With regard to the question no doubt; unfortunately for us, in 
of two or more classes of men serving | quantity they were deficient. The 
alongside each other, I am afraid the | registration system worked well, and 
difficulty cannot be removed except by | we were enabled to send out from 
disbanding the old force altogether and} home a very considerable number 
starting an entirely new one. As to the| of horses, not more, however, than 
period of training, I would like to point ‘about 20 per cent. of the total number of 


out that there is considerable difference | jorseg shipped to South Africa. The bad 
of opinion. I have heard several Yeomanry | quality of a great number of the foreign 
officers suggest that it would be better to porseg jg proved in the reports of the 
train a regiment twenty-one days and | 4 .cictant Inspector of Remounts, and is, 
give a certain amount of leave during that | in fact, generally admitted; and it is 
time, in order to enable small employers | deepl .- be regretted that we were 
of labour to go home on Saturday and | es A to an ie a larger number of 
Sunday, pay their workmen, and see that | aupesier aa Renias le 

their affairs were going on satisfactorily. | ? end fete hes teen aetecnceetal 


I will inquire i i ,| t 
pane Wehlock alien aed At clearly than any other during 


the progress of th's war, it is the 


ARMY REMOUNTS — HORSE-BREEDING | Value of mobility. Now, mobility is 


IN THE UNITED KINGDOM. mainly a question of horseflesh, and I do 


*Tue Ear or DUNRAVEN: My | not think any military authority in this 
Lords, I rise to call attention to the con-| House will deny that if we had been 
dition of the industry of horse-breeding | enabled to supply a far larger number of 
in the United Kingdom. This subject | suitable horses from this country, our 

The Earl of Cork. 
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military operations in the field would | benefit, is exceedingly small. These causes, 


+1 + | namely, the constant exportation of good mares, 
have been greatly facilitated. I take it, ‘and the inferiority of the country stallions, 
therefore, as proved that in the United | must, unless checked, tend to the gradual 


Kingdom we have the best source of | deterioration in the produce.” ji 
supply in the world, but that the supply _ Those Reports place the condition of the 
is inadequate for our needs. And why is industry and the causes of its decline 
it inadequate? The United Kingdom is Clearly before us. Foreign Governments 
certainly the best horse-producing country | spend very large sums of money. They 
inthe world. Ofthat there can be no | offer prices for sound mares and suitable 
question. Why is it that our supply of | sires which the farmers, often impover- 
suitable horses is not larger? The answer | ished, cannot resist. They have buyers all! 
is very simple. The very excellence of over the country, with the inevitable 
our horses has proved our own undoing, consequence that, in spite of private 
For many years past foreign Governments effort, and the collective efforts of 
have expended large sums of money and_ societies and associations, a great national 
made every effort to possess themselves | industry is going gradually to decay. 
of our best sires and mares; and have | From the military point of view, we have 
succeeded, with the natural and inevitable | enabled foreign Governments to mount 
result. The Royal Commission on Horse | their cavalry and horse their artillery 
Breeding puts the matter very clearly. with the best material, and have deprived 
In their first Report in 1888 they say— ourselves of the opportunity of doing the 
ete OTS .... same thing. What our actual require- 
rivate enterprise was formerly sufficient ‘ : 
to produce and keep a breed of horses in this | ments are, 1s not easy to estimate. In 
country that was unrivalled in the world, and | normal times of peace they have amounted 


that pre-eminence was oe maintained | to about 2,500 or 3,000 horses annually 
until the Governments of foreign countries F MS tis 
became alive to the importance of socquir- but I think I should not be gainsaid in 


ing an equal advantage for themselves. | stating that that amount was never 
The foreign haras which were established | a sufficient to thoroughly horse our. 
I 


for this purpose in various countries on A ptj ery or mount our Cavalry. A 
the Continent created a most serious drain | Cc | Resi ea id 

upon our resources in this ccuntry.,V@valry egiment, to | considered. 
There is no record, unfortunately, contained in | effective, ought to have its full comple- 
any of the official statistics of the number of | ment of trained horses, and some reserved 


stallions which have been annually exported : 
from the country, but it is a matter of common trained horses to cover the waste of a 


notoriety that year after year the United King- Voyage and war. We shall in any case- 
dom has been swept by the agents of foreign | require a good many more remounts in 
Governments for stallions and mares best suited | the future. Our Field Artillery and 
for their purposes. And they have been bought | H Artill pig age 

with public money, and taken from the country, | °rS@ Artillery are to be increased; we 


frequently at prices with which it was impossible | have, or are to have, more Cavalry janda 
for private enterprise successfully to compete. |comparatively new branch of the Service, 


The consequence of this has been, that, with the | the Mounted Infantry, has come into 
exception of the highest class of stallions and ton Sontd T he ov . j 
mares for the breeding of race horses, this | avour. hou over-estimating our 
country has been left for the most part with peace requirement at 7,000 or 8,000 horses 
the inferior and even unsound animals which la year? If that is near the mark, we 
the foreign agent has rejected, and the result | shall find some difficulty in satisfying it. 
has been a gradual but marked deterioration in | It is still difficult t hat 
the general breed for which England was at one | Ag more GIMICUL VO Ray what our 
time famous.” requirements during war would be. It 
* baci would, of course, be absurd 
The Viceregal Commission on Horse | reserve of "tet heeeal pon eee 
ia ee speak in their Report | perience of this war, for this war is 
to the following eftect— | exceptional in a great many ways, which 
“ Owing to the eagerness of foreign buyers to | I need not now specify. But it must be 
purchase good mares, and other causes such as| borne in mind that in future wars we 
the serious depression in agriculture, the|_.. . ar ° fag: ; 
country has been practically drained of mares | may be engaged in, it is highly impro- 
suitable to breed hunters, high-class harness bable that we shall again have the whole 
horses, and cavalry remounts. Over large | world to draw upon for horses and other 


districts farmers cannot afford to pay a fee of transport animals. _ 


more than a few shillings for the service of a | ie 
stallion, and the number of private persons | If the mounted branches of the serviee 
sufficiently well off to provide a valua'le | 4Te really to be efficient, it cannot be 


stallion at an unremunerative fee, for the public | denied that a large reserve of horses 
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suitable for Cavalry remounts and for | 
Field and Horse Artillery are necessary. 
This, then, is the state of the case—an 
increased and increasing demand, a de- 
creased and decreasing supply. Dif- 
ferences of opinion may exist as to the 
legitimate functions of the State towards | 
a decaying industry as such, but surely | 
no difference of opinion can exist as to 
the duty of the State in the case of a 
sick and languishing industry, upon the 
health of which the efficiency of the 
military forces of the Crown depends. 
What steps ought the State to take? 
Speaking broadly, I am not in favour of 
following the continental system and of 
instituting horse breeding establishments 
-on a large scale. That would be very 
expensive and quite unnecessary, and, in 
fact, would be attacking the evil from 
the wrong direction. Being so admirably 
designed by nature as a horse-producing 
country, all that the State can be asked 
to do is to give adequate encouragement 
to the individual breeder to produce the 
description of animal that the State 
requires. I do not mean, of course, to 
suggest that thousands of horses should 
be kept unemployed ready for the possible 
eventuality of war ; that would be absurd. | 
It is not necessary to do anything of the 
kind. It is not necessary, either, to 
attempt to produce a breed of horses in 
any sense unnatural to the country. All 
that is required is to perpetuate, to 
prevent from falling into decay, a breed 
of horses which is naturai to us, indigenous 
to the soil. The United Kingdom 
naturally produces horses admirably 
suited for draught. That is the class of 
animal from which the Artillery borse is | 
drawn. It naturally produces the best 
hunters and high-class carriage horses 
of the world. It is the misfits of 
these classes that make the best Cavalry 
remounts—the horses bred for hunters, 
but not quite good enough. These) 
animals have breeding, bone, courage, 
and endurance, and make the ideal re- | 
mount. That class of animal can be 
produced naturally in large quantities in 
this country, and would be produced if 
sufficient steps were taken to counteract 
the action of foreign countries. It is in| 
that direction that our efforts should be 
concentrated. 

It has been suggested that the assist- 
ance of the Colonies may be called in, 
and to that there cannot be the slightest 
objection. I should be the last man in| 


The Earl of Dunraven. 
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the world to object to anything which 


Remounts. 


'tends to increase the community of in- 
| terest between the mother country and 


her children. But we must look at the 
matter from a common-sense point of 
view. It would never pay the Colonies 
to breed to supply us in peace time, and 
it would never pay us in peace time to 
pay the freight for the horses; and in 
time of great demand in war, it is doubt- 
ful whether the capacity of the Colonies 
is sufficient to supply us with suitable 
horses in any very large number. What- 
ever may be done in that direction, it is 
certain that we must rely largely on 
home production; and the question is, 


how is the home industry and the home 


production to be rescued from decay and 
developed? We have the Reports of 
various Commissions, and the action of 
various Societies and Associations, to 
guide us. The Royal Commission was 
founded in 1887. Its functions were 
very limited ; it was to report how the 
amounts previously given in Queen’s 
Plates could best be expended in horse- 
breeding, the amount being only £5,100. 
They reported in favour of giving pre- 
miums to thorough-bred sires suitable 
for getting half-bred stock. They acted 
on that Report, and have continued to 
expend the small amount of money at 
their disposal in the same way ever since, 
and with very considerable advantage. 
But they have earnestly impressed upon 
us the necessity of offering premiums for 
mares so as to give a distinct induce- 
ment to owners to keep their best young 
In 1890 they 
made a point of that, and in their Report 
regretted— 

‘*That the sum now voted by Parliament is 
totally inadequate to enable us to enlarge the 
field of usefulness of the Commission. The 
question of improving the quality of mares in 
this ccuntry is (they added) one of great 
importance, and continues to have the care- 
ful consideration of the Commissioners.” 


It is satisfactory to know that the ques- 
tion of improving the quality of mares 
occupied the careful consideration of the 
Commissioners, but what is the use of con- 
sideration without money? And what can 
the Commissioners be expected to do with 
such a paltry sum as £5,000 a year at 
their disposal? The Hunters Improve- 
ment Society has done most excellent 
work. Their aim has been to establisha 
breed of hunters, true to type, and they 
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have been fairly successful. They have 
established a Hunters Stud Book, con- 
taining a register of mares suitable for 
breeding hunters, and of sires, particu- 
larly half-bred sires, with three strains 
of thorough-bred blood. The Society 
has done most excellent work, and should | 
not in any way be interfered with, but | 
the problem they have to faceis infinitely | 
too large for the means of any private | 
society, and the same may be said of | 
other associations connected with: horse 





breeding. ein 
In Ireland the Royal Dublin Society | 
long ago recognised the necessity | 


of establishing a Stallion Register, and | 


subsidising mares, and has to the best of 
its ability worked on those lines, with 
great benefit to breeders in Ireland. In | 
1897, the Viceregal Commission, of 
which I had the honour to be chairman, 
took a great deal of evidence on these | 
pints. The principal recommendations 
of that Commission were— 

“That a system of registration of stallions, | 
similar to that now in operation in the Royal | 
Dublin Society’s scheme, should be established | 
of a very extended form ; that money should be 
spent in distributing stallions where wanted | 
throughout the country, and giving premiums to 
private owners of suitable sires ; that substan- 
tial premiums should be given to owners of | 
brood mares, especially those between the ages 
of three and six ; that additional prizes should 
be given in the early spring to yearlings.” 
All these recommendations have been | 
more or less acted upon by the -rish | 
Agricultural Department. A register of | 
stallions, thorough-breds, Clydesdale, and | 
shire, has been established, and a certain | 
sum of money is given yearly to each | 
County Council to be expended by its, 
Agricultural Committee, the sum being | 
dependent upon the amount raised | 
locally. In the county with which I am 
best acquainted, County Limerick, we 
receive this year from the Agricultural 
Department £600 and the Council raises 
£600. Of this money £400 is devoted 
to horses, £240 goes to premiums for 
mares, and £160 to prizes for young 
stock at local shows. The Royal Dublin 
Society spends its funds on premiums to 
stallions. This arrangement appears to 
be working very well. 

All this experience points in one and 
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premiums for mares and for young 
stock. All these societies have, in my 
opinion, been working on the right 
lines, but the funds at their disposal 
are not by any means sufficient for the 
purpose. Money is wanted, and it is not 
at all likely that, in a matter so important, 
the country will grudge it. The nation is 
waking up to the danger of its position. 
Last December the Devon County Council 
passed the following resolution— 


Remounts. 


“That in view of the national importance of 
an adequate supply of sound horses, this Coun- 
cil is of opinion that legislation should be in- 
troduced empowering County Councils to pro- 
hibit the use, for hire within their districts, of 
stallions suffering from hereditary disease.” 


This resolution has been adopted by the 
County Councils of the West Riding of 
Yorkshire and of Cornwall. It has been 
referred to Committees of other Councils, 
and has been rejected by, I think, only 
two County Councils; and it has been 
endorsed by the Council of the Hunters 
Improvement Society and by the Royal 
Agricultural Society. The money that the 
State expends upon this most important 
national industry is utterly insignificant 
as compared with what other nations find 
it advisable to spend. France spends 
£86,000, exclusive of the cost of keeping 
up the breeding establishments, Prussia 
£192,000, and Austro-Hungary £303,000, 
while we are content with £5,100 in 
England, and about £8,000 in Ireland. 
As to what sum ought to be expended, I 
cannot, of course, express an opinion ; 
nor do I wish to express any opinion 
as to the details of ¢xpenditure. 
The general lines upon which I think 
money should be expended I have 
mentioned in my Resolution. They are 
the lines which have been proved to work 
well. Stallions should either be licensed 
In all foreign countries it 
is a punishable offence to offer to the 
public an unlicensed sire. That might 
possibly be considered too stringent an 
operation in this country, but powers in 
that direction might possibly be given to 
local bodies. At any rate, sires should be 
registered, and registered sires should be 
provided in sufficient numbers, so that 
breeders could have access to them. A 
registered sire fifty miles away is of very 
little use to small farmers, who should at 





the same direction, the necessity of either | any rate have the choice of sending their 
licensing or registering stallions, and of | mares to a sound sire. What is certainly 
giving sufficient inducement to farmers | equally important, a sufficient inducement 
to breed from good mares by offering should be offered to them to breed from 
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good mares instead of selling them to the 
foreign buyer and breeding from mares 
not good enough for the foreigner to take. 
Possibly, also, something might be done, 
at an infinitesimal expense, by presenting 
to suitable breeders and farmers—under, 
of course, proper conditions—Artillery or 
Cavalry mares past their work, but suit- 
able to breed from. As to details, 
I offer no opinion. All that I want is 
that the whole subject should be sub- 
mitted to experts. It would be impos- 
sible to put together a body more capable 
of considering and reporting on this 
most important matter than the Royal 
Commission on horse breeding. If they 
were enabled to draw up a scheme of 
what they consider necessary, and an 
estimate of the annual sum required to 
carry out that scheme, I feel sure the 
country would have every confidence 
in their decision, and 1 should be wel 


Army 


content to leave this most important | 


national question in their hands. 


Moved to resolve, “That, in view of the 
difficulty that has been experienced in 
finding horses suitable for military 
purposes, it is desirable that the Royal 
Commission on Horse-breeding should 
report on the steps which should be taken 
to encourage horse-breeding in the United 
Kingdom ; and, in particular, as to (a) 
the establishment of a register of stallions, 
and as to the desirability of licensing 
stallions ; (b) encouragement to farmers 
to keep sound young mares to breed 
from ; (c) the amount of money required 
for the purpose.”—(7he Lord Kenry E, 
Dunraven and Mount-Earl.) 


*THE EarL or LONSDALE: My 
Lords, I was under the impression that 
the Royal Commission did put forward 
certain suggestions and proposals, I 
think in 1888 or 1890, and in this 
report they asked the Government to 
deal with their suggestions, but nothing 
has been done on the lines of their 
recommendations. Now that it is 
becoming evident that the supply of 
horses is diminishing, I sincerely hope 
the Government will take some steps to 
rectify matters. It would be absurd to 
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|and taken away for the American and 
foreign markets, and unless the animals 
have value enough for racing purposes, 
no one is willing to pay the necessary 
‘sum to retain in this country the 
stallions invaluable for breeding half- 
bred stock, but not of necessity stallions 
that are maintained for racing purposes 
|as racing stallions. Very considerable 
benefit would be derived if the Govern- 
ment could see their way to purchasing 
|so many of the very best stallions per 
year that would in the ordinary course 
be bought by foreigners, and, perhaps 
| by means of a Stallion Department, a 
judicious distribution of these stallions 
/ecould be made all over the United 
| Kingdom, by which a very considerable 
advantage could be derived by England 
‘and other parts of His Majesty’s home 
dominions. 


LorD RIBBLESDALE: As a member 
of the Royal Commission, but speaking 
‘only in my individual capacity, I should 
like to say afew words on this subject. 
The real key of the situation is in the 
pocket of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and, from our experience of Chancellors of 
the Exchequer, it seems likely to stay 
there. If the Government could see 
their way to buy horses a little younger 
for the public service and give a rather 
better price, I am certain that they 
would have more horses bred. The 
Royal Commission have told you exactly 


Remounts. 


the position of horse politics in this. 


country, and that, with the money at 
our disposal, we cannot really do all 
we would like to do. We have 
pointed out that we have no possible 
means of securing the best mares or 
of competing with the foreigners who 
are taking the best stock out of the 
country. But not the slightest notice has 
been taken, and, speaking for myself, I 
see no advantage in inviting the Royal 
Commission to merely repeat what they 
have told the Government every year 
since their appointment in 1888, unless, 
before they are asked to give their 
| opinion on certain points, it is distinctly 
| understood that a certain sum of money 
| will be placed at their disposal to carry 


| out their recommendations. 





shut our eyes to the fact that foreign | 

nations have deprived us of some of the) Tur LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
finest stock that could be purchased in} COUNCIL (The Duke of DrvonsHiRe): 
this country. The stallions are bought | My,Lords, I regret that I had not observed 


The Earl of Dunraven. 
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this Motion on the Paper, but if I had, I 
do not know that it would have occurred 
to me that I should be expected to take 
any part in the discussion. It appears, 
however, so far as I am able to agcertain, 
that there is no member of His Majesty’s 
Government who considers that it lies 
with his Department to reply to the 
observations which have been made on 
the subject. I can quite understand 
that the noble Duke the Master of the 
House, who would have been most 
competent to address your Lordships on 
the subject, should be unwilling to do so, 
because, as President of the Commission, 
it might be supposed that he was 
committing that body further than he 
was justified in doing without directly 
consulting them on the subject. For the 
reasons I have stated, I am afraid I can 
say very little except to recognise the 
importance of the subject. A good deal 
has been said about the actual deteriora- 
tion of the breed of horses in consequence 
of the drain to which we have been for 
many years subjected by the purchase by 
foreign Governments of many of our 
best mares. I cannot help thinking that 
if this drain is, as has been alleged, an 
evil, and has tended actually to the 
deterioration of the breed, it is an evil 
which must have a tendency to work its 
own cure, because the demand which is 
alleged to have taken place on the part of 
must tend to 
establish a market for these animals, and 
make it better worth the while of farmers 
and breeders to breed the animals which 
foreign Governments require. I can well 
understand that it is very possible that 
foreign Governments may think it worth 
while to give a price for horses which our 
own Government has not vet seen its 
way to do, and that is a matter well 
worth the consideration of the Depart- 
ments concerned. Reference has been 
made to the want of funds. I should 
think it would probably be found that 
the most effectual means of improving 
the supply of horses would be if the 
Secretary of State for War, with the 
assent of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
could see his way to increase the price 
which is given for remounts. That, I 
should think, would probably be a more 
effectual way than could be arrived at by 
any system of giving premiums for 
stallions or mares. I will take the 
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opportunity of consulting those members 
of the Government who are chiefly 
interested—the Secietary of State for 
War and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
—and also of taking the opinion of my 
noble friend who is at the head of the 
Commission as to whether any specific 
reference could usefully be made to 
that Commission. It has been admitted 
that if there is any recommendation 
to be made, there is no body which 
is likely to be able to give more valuable 
assistance than that Commission as it is 
at present constituted. The Commission 
has been constituted for the special 
purpose of distributing a certain small 
fund, which, as has been said, is totally 
inadequate to give much result. The 
Government will, however, consider 
whether the question brought forward by 
my noble friend could, with any advan- 
tage, be remitted to the Commission, and 
whether it should be suggested to them 
that they should make any definite recom- 
mendation on the subject. 


*THE EARL OF DUNRAVEN: I pre- 
sume that after the noble Duke has 
consulted his colleagues on the subject, 
we shall be informed of the decision 
arrived at. I can only express my regret 
that the noble Duke did not observe this 
Motion on the Paper, but I am_ not 
responsible for that. I regret still more 
that no Department of His Majesty’s 
Government appear to think it worth 
their while to take any cognisance of so 
important a national matter as_horse- 
breeding. My noble friend Lord Ribbles- 
dale said it would be very little use to 
ask the Royal Commission to formulate 
any scheme unless a definite sum of 
money was decided upon to be spent. I 
do not agree with him. Up to the 
present, the Royal Commission have never 
made any definite proposition. They 
have said that premiums ought to be 
given to mares, and so on, and have asked 
for more money; but they have never 
laid down a definite scheme or plan 
showing what steps should be taken for 
the benefit of this important industry, 
and what expenditure would be required. 
That is what I should like to see done. 
I do not think the country would grudge 
the expenditure of a few thousands a 
year in this direction, but they would 
like to know what the body of experts 
who constitute the Royal Commission 
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consider the best way in which the 
money should be spent. I beg to with- 


draw my Motion. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE : I gather from 
the speech of the noble Duke that the 
Government would be inclined to adopt 
the recommendation of the Committee, 
even though it might involve expenditure. 
If effect would be given to any recom- 
mendation we might make, I think it 
would be worth while that we should be 
called together. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 
House atounes at a quarter 


past Seven o'clock, till to- 
morrow, half past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 13th March, 1902. 





The House met at Three of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The CLERK at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MANCHESTER (MARKET STREET 
AREA) IMPROVEMENTS BILL. 


(By ORDER). 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


(Tyneside Division), who moved that the 


Bill be read a second time that day six | 
months, craved the indulgence usually | 


granted in the House to those who ad- 
dressed it for the first time. 
regretted that his arguments might not 
have the weight carried by the words of 
amore experienced speaker. He had 
waited day by day to see if some other 
hon. Member more intimately acquainted 
with the provisions of the Bill would put 
down a Motion opposing it, but, failing 


that, he had put down a Motion in his | 
He candidly confessed that | 


own name. 
The Earl of Dunraven. 


{COMMONS} 


He only | 
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he was to a very small extent interested 
in the welfare of the Bill, but although 
he was speaking on the subject he did not 
intend to take any part in the division 
which might follow. Whatever interest 
he had would be properly safeguarded by 
a syndicate which had been formed, and 
which, he understood, consisted of 
gentlemen connected with the city of 
Manchester and district, and who would 
take care that all interests would be 
properly looked after. He knew nothing 


Improvemeuts Bill. 


'about the members of the syndicate— 


he only assumed that they intended to 
carry out the promises they had made to 


| the Corporation—but he wanted to call 


the attention of the House to the very 
grave matter of principle involved. The 


| principle which lay upon the very surface 
of the Bill was compulsory purchase of 
| private property by a private syndicate 


instead of by a corporation, in order to 
transfer the interests of private individ- 


_uals to others without the previous 


consent of both parties. They who were 
owners of property were accustomed day 
by day to hear of syndicates formed for 
the acquisition of various matters, and of 
private buyers and sellers coming together 
to formulate large schemes which were 
eventually carried out successfully. They 
were also accustomed to corporations. 
sending in notices that, for the purpose 


of improvements, they were going to take 


possession of one’s property, and although 
one might regret it, one bowed to the 
inevitable. But here they were threat- 
ened with a new terror. They would not 
only have corporations allowed to serve 
notices upon owners of property, but if 
a private syndicate was formed, it might, 
with or without the consent of the cor- 


| poration, if that Bill were passed into law, 
*(3.10.) Mr. CRAWFORD SMITH 


be able to serve notices. upon owners for 
the appropriation of their property. 
That Bill applied to Manchester, but 
there was no reason why the principle 
should not be applied to any other large 
centre of industry in the country. 
Once they allowed that principle, they 
would have syndicates formed not only 
in their own country, but probably very 
many thousands of miles away, which 
would not only absorb their industries, 
but would also become owners of their 
streets, with the result that they would 
be placed in a position of considerable 


jeopardy. 
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A statement which had been circulated | Buildings, close to Victoria Station, 
that morning, indicated that of twenty-| was acquired by a private syndicate, 
four owners interested in the matter,! and, in the course of time, the con- 
twenty-two were not against the Bill,| tractor employed upon the work of 
and the other two would he dealt with building failed to carry out his con- 
probably in a favourable way in the tract, and the Corporation stepped in 
event of the Bill coming into law. The ,and took possession of the un-finished 
question at issue had reference to a| building. There was an estimate given 
well-known district of Manchester.|jn that case that the rental would 
Market Street was the main artery of amount to £35,000 per annum. The 
Manchester, and was a very congested | actual amount now received from that 
district. The traffic was not only very | property was only £13,000, so that the 


Improvements Bill. 





large in certain hours of the day, but} amount expended by the Corporation 


from the early morning to late at night 
the passers-by upon the pavement and 
the vehicles in the street made the con- 
gestion of that district a very great danger, 
not only to the present population of Man- 
chester, but also to the prospective in- 
creased population in yearstocome. The 
scheme which had been put before the 
Corporation had very generally the ap- 
provai of the citizens of Manchester, but 
a similar Bill was brought before the 
Manchester Corporation last year. It 
was not exactly the same, but the 
principle at the foundation of both Bills 
was the same. That Bill was relegated 
to the Parliamentary Sub-Committee of 
the Corporation, who considered the 
matter very carefully, and in a division 
eight voted for the Bill and five against 
it. It was afterwards discussed by the 
Corporation, sixty-three out of 104 
members being present, and forty-one 
voted for the Bill, and twenty-two 
against it, so that when they took the 
Bill of last year into consideration, it 
was evident that there was a consider- 
able minority of the Corporation who 
were against the measure. The new 
Bill introduced this year might have 
met with the approval of the Corpor- 
ation—he was not in a position to say 
whether it had or had not—but that did 
not affect the argument. The Bill 
proposed to hand over powers which 
should belong to the Corporation to a 
private syndicate to carry forward. 
The reasons which the Corporation 
officials gave why that Bill was not 
taken over by them, were that their 
hands were so full with other schemes 
that they had neither the time nor 
the opportunity to carry forward such 
a measure, and that they had power 
to acquire land, but not to build upon 
it. Another reason was that some years 
ago, a piece of land known as Victoria 


| 


was yielding a very small revenue, and 
‘once a Corporation had been bitten, 
they were very shy in taking over a 
scheme which might not be in the 
|future remunerative. But the Cor- 
poration had taken care in this scheme 
| that sufficient capital should be provided. 
| £900,000 must be subscribed before the 
/undertaking was commenced. They 
were to receive from the syndicate a 
street sixty-three feet in width, and 
what would weigh more with the 
Corporation than anything else, the 
increased rental upon the new street 
| would affect the rating authority to such 
an extent that they expected the exist- 
ing rates would be reduced 3d. in the 
/pound by that new undertaking. He 
‘did not for one instant doubt the bona 
fides of the syndicate or their methods. 
The principle at stake was far more 
interesting than any such consideration, 
and was one upon which the House itself 
must decide, viz., whether a local autho- 
rity could abnegate their powers, and 
delegate them to private individuals. 
Parliament not only gave powers to but 
imposed duties upon local authorities, 
because they represented the taxpayers. 
It was asked that the Bill should be 
referred toa Committee upstairs. Last 
year a Bill similar in its application to the 
present was introduced into the other 
House, where it was sent to a Com- 
mittee and discussed in detail with 
the Corporation officials and witnesses 
present, and was rejected. Now the 
promoters of the Bill came to that House 
with a similar clause in a similar Bill. 
Why should that Bill be sent up to a 
|Committee when it had been rejected in 
Committee in the other House? Surely 
‘the House was quite able to understand 
the principles which underlay the Bill. 
| In 1898 an interesting debate took place 
/upon a Bill introduced into that House 


2Y2 
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upon similar lines. He referred to the 
Victoria Embankment Extension Bill. In 
that case the House, by an enormous 
majority, refused to send that Bill to 
the Committee.t The figures were, 
84 for, and 336 againsi, the Bill. 
He hoped a similar fate would occur to 
the present Bill that day. It was a Bill 
which might have the effect—and he pre- 
sumed would have, if the clause were 
carried into effect by the proper authori- 
ties—of the necessary alteration being 
made that was wanted. The congestion 
of the district of Market Street might be 
alleviated and traffic diverted, but he 
appealed to the House, and to those 
Members of the House interested in the 
rights of private property in large centres 
of population, to recognise that if that com- 
pulsory power was granted there would be 
no means of knowing when _ private 
property would be compulsorily taken 
from them. He also appealed to 
those Members who believed in the 
proper authority looking after its proper 
duties, and to the many Members of the 
House who realised that in any extensions 
and improvements of property in centres 
of population, the proper authority was 
not a private syndicate but the local body 
elected by the ratepayers for that purpose. 


Mr. JAMES’ REID (Greenock) 
seconded the rejection of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed, 


**To leave out the word ‘ now,’ in order to 
insert ‘on this day six months.’” — (Jr. 
Crawford Smith.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


(3.25.) Sm JAMES FERGUSSON 
(Manchester, N.E.) said that although his 
name was on the back of the Bill he had 
no interest in it except as one of the 
Members for Manchester, and intimately 
acquainted with some of the promoters of 
the Bill. It certainly must be a matter 
of surprise that, with six Members for 
Manchester and three for Salford, besides 
those representing the adjoining districts, 
the opponents of the Bill had gone all the 
way to the Tyneside to find a Member, 
and that a new Member, to move the 
rejection of a private Bill in the interests 

+This debate is reported in (4) Debates, 
lvi., 1094. 

Mr. Crawford Smith. 


{COMMONS} 
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of the citizens of Manchester. The hon. 
Member had said he would not vote. 
Why ? 


Improvements Bill. 


Mr. CRAWFORD SMITH: Because 
I have a small interest in the matter as 
an occupier. 


Sir JAMES FERGUSSON said that, 
under the _ circumstances, the hon. 
Member’s position was thoroughly legiti- 
mate. The hon. Member for South-west 
Manchester had exerted himself in opposi- 
tion to this Bill, and had always been 
thoroughly straightforward in the matter. 
He had told him from the first that he 
was opposed to the Bill and intended 
to do all he could against it. The 
land affected by the Bill was not in his 
hon. friend’s constituency, and had the 
interests of the inhabitants of the district 
been injuriously affected, he was sure 
his hon. friend the senior Member for 
Manchester would not have been slow 
to interpose on their behalf. The hon. 
Member said that this was practically 
the same Bill as that introduced last 
year; but that dealt with two great 
thoroughfares, whereas this Bill dealt 
with only one. The hon. Member ob- 
jected to an improvement of this kind 
being undertaken by a private company 
and not by the Corporation, but surely 
the Corporation was the best judge of 
whether it was convenient for them to 
undertake a large work of this kind. 
Forty-four Members had voted in favour 
of the scheme, and only seven against, 
and that after a full debate. The Corpora- 
tion had its hands very full. It had 
guaranteed £5,000,000 for the comple- 
tion of the Manchester Ship Canal, which 
he believed indirectly had been’ very 
beneficial to the city, and which he hoped 
at no distant date would be remunerative. 
With the enormous works they had 
already in hand, the Corporation would 
rather that this improvement was carried 
out by private enterprise. At the same 
time they desired that the company should 
not interfere with the great artery of 
Market Street, but should leave that to 
be done by them under an arrangement 
provided in the Bill. It was true that 
some land the Corporation acquired last 
year had not for the most part been sold 
yet, and that was a considerable reason 
| why they should not be burdened with 
ia large amount of property which they 
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perhaps could not realise. The hon.| scheme. In the case of the West- 
Member ‘said he did not question the | minster Bill the same principle was con- 
efficiency of the capital. 
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He could | tained in it, namely, that they were 
hardly do that, because it was expressly ‘asked to give to a private syndicate 
provided in Clause 28 that unless the | powers to take compulsorily the property 
capital was subscribed in full the com- | of other people. In that case Parliament 
pany should not exercise its compulsory | would not reverse its almost universal 


powers. Therefore there was abundant | practice of refusing to allow a private 
| syndicate to exercise compulsorily rights 


| over other people’s property. This was 
/an area which undoubtedly needed im- 
| provement. The widening of Market 
| Street had been in the air for a great 
/number of years, but the question as to 
'whether this scheme would improve 


security to the public that the company 
should not begin with insufficient means. 

The hon Member for Tyneside said that 
this measure was on all fours with the 
Victorix Embankment Bill of 1898. and 
ought to be dealt with in the same way. 


V se believe that tl é : : 
Would the House believe that there WS! Market Street was a point more for 


ile alealiiatan’ Yih | 
a rary Bill gy Do — the Committee to consider. If hon. 
atm - le pad Cou ty | Members would look at the plan, they 
(: ng Py ee : ie 7 . “y ye sme y | would at once be convinced that the im- 
ge : is hi ee 4 h : o “ae ol provement proposed was a very partial 

eir own tor wich they had since re- | one, and at one end in particular it would 
ceived Parliamentary powers? Therefore |} 4 serious danger to the traffic. With 
se was a great dissimilarity between 'regard to the consent of the Manchester 
the two cases. He was surprised to see | Corporation to the scheme of this Bill, 
in The Times that morning two sugges- his hon. friend admitted that last 
tions, neither of which he ventured to year there was great opposition on the 
say were accurate. (ne was that the | part of the Corporation, but this year it 
—s Manchester, having failed | had been considerably reduced. and he 
to obtain Parliamentary powers to carry | said that now forty-four members of the 
out this scheme, were now attempting to Corporation voted for and seven against 
prevent a private company from passing | the Bill. He was under the impression 
it into law. The Corporation had done | that there were only six, and, therefore, 

y 





nothing of the kind. This was a scheme 
for the benefit of Manchester, for he 
knew no street which was so congested 
as Market Street, Manchester, where 
they would find vehicles of all kinds 
passing along, besides a large number of 
foot passengers. No less than twenty- 
two out of the twenty-four owners 
affected were not opposing this measure, 
and the remaining two were virtually 
satisfied. He ventured to say that no 
scheme had been made out for with- 
drawing the scheme. 


(3.36.) Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 
S.W.)said he would be quite frankin regard 
to this measure. He had no private object 
of any kind to serve in opposing this Bill, 
and he had no interest of any sort in the 
property affected. His right hon. friend 
had said that the only difference between 
this measure and the Westminster Bill 
of 1898 was that the local authority in 
that instance were anxious to promote a 
Bill, and in this case the Council 
was not anxious to promote the 


| his hon. friend had understated his 
|case. He would point out, however, that 
only fifty members of the Council voted 
lout. of considerably over 100, and after 
| the discussion several of the oldest and 
most respected members not only took no 
part in the division but actually walked 
out. He did not wish to suggest that 
that proved that the Corporation were 
not in favour of the scheme, because he 
believed they were ; but what he did say 
was that the Corporation had not shown 
any burning desire for the scheme such 
as his right honourable friend had sug- 
gested. The position of the Corporation 
was this. They said, “If we can get 
this improvement by a private syndicate, 
why not? And why should this com- 
pany not have compulsory powers if 
Parliament thinks fit to give them to it ?” 

His right hon. friend had said that the 
Corporation of Manchester thought this 
was a matter fora private syndicate and 
not for Parliament to decide, but he ven- 
tured to say that that was a misrepresen- 
tation of the state of affairs in Manchester. 
It was really a question of principle, and 
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the opponents of the Bill felt that prac- 
tically the same Bill had been brought in 
again. Therefore they did not see why 


they should be put to the expense of | 


again threshing out a question which had 
been decided by a Committee of the 
House of Lords. 
principle involved. Parliament had given 
to the local authority in Manchester the 
means to carry out street and local 
improvements. 
inquiries and ratepayers’ meetings, and all 
these means had been provided by Parlia- 
ment, whereby the local authorities could 


carry Out necessary improvements. Parlia- | 


ment in one or two exceptional cases gave 
compulsory power to private syndicates 
to carry out improvements of this kind, 
but in all cases there were, like the Strand 


improvement, very exceptional circum-_ 


stances. His right hon. friend had 
mentioned Birmingham, but the improve- 
ment there was carried out by the local 
Corporation, and in the Leeds case the 

wers were granted to the Corporation. 
f the House was going to reverse its 
decision of 1898, in the case of the West- 


minster Improvement Bill, he did not see | 


where there was going to be any security 
to owners of property. The promoters 


said that this property was necessary to | 


their scheme, but the House was being 
asked to pass the Bill because someone 
desired to make money out of it. 
Was it right that Parliament should give 
these people the right to make money out 
of other people’s property when no case 
had been made out? Did his right hon. 
friend suggest that the Corporation, which 
was able to borrow money at a little over 
3 per cent. on their consolidated stock, 
was unable to carry outa great improve- 
ment of this kind ? 
the Corporation was really in earnest 
in desiring to carry out the scheme, they 


would have very little difficulty in getting | 


the money. He hoped, therefore, the 
House would agree to reject the Bill by a 
large majority, and not put those whose 
property was attacked under the necessity 
of having to defend themselves before a 
Committee of this House. 


*(3.46.) Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.) said 
he wished to correct a misapprehension in 
the mind of his hon. friend. It was the 
General Purposes Committee of the Corpo- 
ration that decided in favour of the 
scheme by a majority. When the matter 
came before the Council it was passed 


Mr, Galloway. 


{COMMONS} 


There was a‘question of | 


They had to hold local | 


|in connection with this matter. 
He thought that if | 
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|without question. The plans of the 
| promoters had been considerably improved 
and out of twenty-four proprietors 
concerned there were only two who were 
now dissenting. When that opposition 
| Was overcome, as it was hoped it would be, 
the Corporation would proceed with the 
| widening of the remaining portion of the 
| street. He knew pretty well every brick 
|on this property, although he had never 
owned or had any interest in any portion 
| of it. It was absolutely tumbling down in 
many places, and the reason that the 
owners could not take means to rebuild was 
because their property at every point was 
/surrounded by ancient lights. It was 
quite impossible to deal with this matter 
)piecemeal. For many years the Corpora- 
tion had had their hands full, and they 
could not proceed with this scheme, 
much as it was required. The rates 
had been going up, and the publie spirit 
of the Corporation was such that they had 
undertaken improvements which were not 
always of a remunerative character. ‘The 
various interests concerned in this matter 
having now been brought into line, he 
hoped that the House would take a broad 
view of the measure, and not stand in the 
way of the promoters carrying out the 
public improvement. 


Improvements Bill. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) 
said the opposition to this measure 
was based on the sacred right of 
private property. He must say that when 


twenty-three owners of property out of 


twenty-four were in favour of the scheme 
it seemed to him to be a singular ground 
of opposition. Those who knew Man- 
chester knew that there was a crying evil 
Hon. 
Members who had been in the Committee 
‘room today knew that the tramway 
scheme would be utterly impossible unless 
|the street was widened. It must be 

widened, and this proposal seemed to 

provide the only way in which it could be 
'done. It was supported unanimously by 
|the Manchester Corporation, and he 

submitted that the Bill should be passed 
in accordance with their wish. 


| Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said he knew 
|nothing whatever about this Bill, 
_but he was in favour of its going to a 
_Committee on the ground that the 

constant habit of Members bringing 
| forward Motions at the time for private 
business to prevent Bills going to a 
! 
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‘Committee was becoming a nuisance, and 


(Westminster) said that he had not the 
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was causing inconvenience to public 
business. It seemed to him that the only 
way to stop this was for a large number 
of Members to vote for sending everything 
to a Committee which was opposed in 
this way. 

*(3.54.) Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS 
privilege of being connected with Man- 
chester, but as a case in which he was 
interested had been more than once 
referred to, he was bound to point out 
that this Bill was in most respects similar 
to the Westminster Improvement Bill, 
which, on a Motion which he _pro- 
posed, was rejected by the House. 
It was rejected entirely on a matter of 
principle. It was not, as the right hon. 
Baronet behind him (Sir J. Ferguson) 
had urged, rejected because of the | 
opposition of the London County Council. | 
He did not want to depreciate the assist- | 
ance which he and his friends received 
on that occasion from the hon. Member 
for Battersea ; but it would be within the | 
recollection of hon. Members that in those 
days the County Council was not very 
popular in the House, and he himself was 
warned that the co-operation of that body 
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| the same one that was obviously involved 


Improvements Bill. 


in this. It wasa principle so important 
that the House was not only justified in 
coming, but was bound to come to a 
decision in the matter. The principle 
involved in the Bill now before the 
House was whether the public interest 
was to be guarded by a public authority 
responsible to the ratepayers, or whether 
that public interest, so far as it was 
embodied in a scheme like this, should 
be in the hands of a private body who 
could have no ultimate object to serve 
except the interest of their shareholders 
That was a definite 
principle on which the House ought to 
decide. On this point he differed entirely 
from his hon. friend who had just spoken, 
Matters of detail undoubtedly should 
go to a Committee upstairs ; but to say 
that important matters of principle should 
not be decided by this House was a 
reductio ad absurdum of the procedure 
of the House with regard to private 


| Bills, which in that case ought not to 


come before the House at all. 
(3.58.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 102 ; Noes, 





would not advance his case. The ques-|179. Words added. (Division List No. 
tion of principle involved in that Bill was | 76.) 
AYES. 


Arrol, Sir William 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
3aldwin, Alfred 
jalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gld. W. (Leeds 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Heury 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A. (GI’sg’w 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 





Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’y 8S. Edm’ds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt. Hu. L’dG.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Holland, William Henry 
Howard,John(Kent, Fav’rsh’m 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M’Crae, George 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfries-sh | 
Mitchell, William 


Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Rt. Hn. A.Grh’m(Bute 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpont, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 

Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalyb’dge 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 


Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wig’t 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Tuke, Sir John Batty | Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) | 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH | Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath | 
Webb, Col. William George | Worsley-Taylor,Henry Wilson | 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- | 
Williams,Rt Hn J P’w'll-(Birm | | 


Improvements Bill. 


Sir James Fergusson?and 
Mr. Groves. 





Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Chas. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 


Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden | 


Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, Sir John 

Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banex, Major George Edward 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bartley, George C. T. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, Joha 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Right Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'd Dixon 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. ( 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, PhilipS.(W rw'k,S. W.) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gilhooly, James 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 


agreed to. 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Greville, Hon. Roland 

Hain, Edward 

Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath,James,(Staffords, N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Hogg. Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brig’ts’de) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 


' Kennedy, Patrick James 


Kinloch, SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

pad en Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lundon, W. 

Macartney, Rt. HnW.G. Ellis’n 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M’Govern, T. 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’ Kean, John 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Murphy, John 

Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperayr Mid 


| Pease, 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N. 
O’ Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

erb. Pike (Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pearcy, Earl 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund ( Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Roche, John 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. HnC R (Northants 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R ) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Galloway and Mr. 
James Reid. 


Second reading put off for six months. 
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PUBLIC 


Questions. 


OFFICES (DUBLIN) — BILL 


(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE | 


THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port'from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 


of the ‘following Bill, referred pursuant | 
to the Order of the House of the 7th day | 


of March, the Standing Orders which are 


applicable thereto have been complied | 


with, viz. :— 
Public Ottices (Dublin) Bill. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 


ORDER BILL; MILITARY LANDS PRO- | 


VISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 1) BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL TRAM- 

WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS BILL. 


“ To enable the London County Council 
to construct new tramways in the County 


of London and to work the same by | 


electric traction ; to make street improve 
ments ; to acquire lands for a station for 
generating electricity and for use in con- 


nection with their tramway undertaking ; | 


and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


aks 


NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC POWER 
] 


Reported [Preamble not proved]; Re- | 


port to lie upon the Table. 


CENTRAL ARGENTINE AND ROSARIO 
RAILWAY BILL [LORDS]. 


Read the first time; and referred to | 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 





PETITIONS. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 


Petitions for alteration of Law: From 
Bacup; and Little Gransden; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from Eastleigh, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 
} LONDON WATER BILL. 


Petition of the Conservators of the 
River Thames, against (praying to be 
| heard by Counsel) ; to lie upon the Table. 
| PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 

(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Parkhead ; 
Kirkcaldy ; Pathhead (three) ; Aberdeen ; 
| Glasgow ; Dingwall; Holm; Finstown ; 
'Garliestown ; and Edinburgh ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD.) 
Copy presented, of Statutes made by 

the Governing Body of Jesus College, 

Oxford, on 6th December, 1901, 

amending Statute V. of the Statutes of 

that College and the Schedule relating to 

King Charles the First’s Trust [by Act] ; 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

[No. 98.] 


NAVY (VICTUALLING YARD 
MANUFACTURING ACCOUNTS 1900- 


1901.) 
Annual Accounts presented, of the 
Cost of Manufacturing, Provisions, 


| Victualling Stores, &c., at the Home 
Victualling Yards and Malta Yard for 
1900-1901, &c., with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 99.] 





(4.10.) QUESTIONS 
South African War — Release of Lord 
Methuen—Kritzinger’s Trial. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can name the date fixed upon 
for the trial of Kritzinger, or whether it 
'is proposed that this officer should be 
exchanged as a prisoner of war for Lord 
Methuen 


| THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
/WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The reply to both questions is in 
| the negative. Kritzinger’s trial had been 
originally fixed, as I informed the House, 
but was postponed, as consideration of 
the evidence was not complete. As 
regards Lord Methuen, I understand that 
he and Colonel Townsend were expected 
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-at Klerksdorp today at two p.m. 
medical officer in attendance reports 
them to be doing well. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman leaves us in some 
‘degree of uncertainty. He speaks of 
Lord Methuen and Colonel Townsend 


being expected at Klerksdorp today. | 
Does that mean that they have been | 
released from captivity, or that they are | 


going to be released and handed over to 
the British authorities? Or what does it 
mean ? 


{COMMONS} 
The | 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think the 
|time has come to make any announce- 
| ment as to what troops the Government 
/may have to send to South Africa in six 
| months time. 


Questions. 


| Mr. LAMBERT: But what provision 
is being made for training them now? 
You cannot send untrained troops. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I told the hon. 
|Member a few days ago that a large 
number of troops were in training at 
Aldershot, and that all the drafts that 
| Lord Kitchener asked for would be sent. 


Mr. BRODRICK : That is not specifi- | 


cally mentioned in the telegram, but I 
presume, from the fact that they are 
arriving at Klerksdorp, and under the 
attendance of a British medical officer, 
that they have been released. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman if the 
British Government will be equally 
magnanimous and release Kritzinger ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


Lord Methuen’s Reverse—Composition of 
Mounted Force. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the com- 
position of the mounted troops under 
Lord Methuen in the recent engagement. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have not yet 
received exact details of the composition 
-of this force. 


Training of Troops for Service in South: 
Africa 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state what 
‘Provision is being made now for the 
training in riding and shooting of 
mounted men, to meet any calls that 
may arise for reinforcements three or six 
months hence, for the war in South 
Africa. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The training of 


troops for service in South Africa is in 
no way relaxed. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I asked the right 
hon. Gentleman whether any provision 
is being made now. Will he tell the 
House what is being done ? 


| en clair. 


that that was the case. 


| 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
/ham): May I ask my right hon. friend 
whether, in view of the urgent need of 
trained troops in the field, he will not 
consider the advisability of employing the 
| Indian Army. 


[No answer was given. | 


Injudicious Publication of Despatches. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.): 
Itbeg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Wur whether, in view of Lord 
Kitchener’s request at different times 
that caution should be exercised in 
reference to the publication of despatches, 
he will inquire into the circumstances 
under which the War Office published, 
on 3rd March, an official announcement 
that Lord Methuen had started with 
column from Vryburg towards Lichten- 
burg to try and intercept enemy, 
during which march he was attacked 
by General Delarey. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 
communicated the intelligence mentioned 
in the usual weekly budget of informa- 
tion which is transmitted by telegraph 
There was therefore no reason 
for withholding this particular informa- 
tion from the public. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman seen the allegation made 
that the news which was only com- 
municated to this House on Monday 
afternoon leaked out in Paris in the 


| morning ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


I am not aware 
As far as [am 
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concerned, the only copies which were | Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
made of the telegram were carefully THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan.ey, Lan- 
safeguarded, and were communicated to | cashire, Westhoughton) : The business with 
nobody. ‘regard to the formation of the Imperial 
Supply and Cold Storage Company was 

Mr. T.M. HEALY: It has been stated carried on by the War Office with Mr. 
in all the London Press. Carl Meyer on behalf of the Company. 
He gave us in writing a list of the Com- 

Mr. NORMAN: Is the right hon. mittee who would represent the Company 
Gentleman aware that three clear days | ** Directors in London, and aed these 
elapsed between the publication of the | names to the House on the 10t vier nego 
route and object of the march and the | 9% being the names given to "" oe Carl 
attack on the column ? |nection with the Company. Mr. Car 
Meyer's authority was sufficient for this 
Mr. BRODRICK: The greatest care | PUrpose. The undertaking to take over 
will be taken in all these cases. When |the contract was signed by Mr. Carl 


Lord Kitchener transmits a telegram en | Meyer, Mr. 8. B. Joel, and Mr. Jatias 


cluir, which has, of course, to be handled | 
by various telegraph clerks both in South 
Africa and in this country, it may be 


taken for granted that the movements Mr. MARKHAM: May ask the noble 
ord whether the first contract or 
obligation was undertaken by Messrs. 
Errors in Official Despatches. | Bergl, Houlders, and Hughes, and whether 
\ that obligation was transferred on the 
_ MR. NORMAN: I beg to ask the! ¢o>-mation of the Company ; also, was the 
Secretary of State for War whether he | contract given to those gentlemen before 
will take steps to prevent in future the the Company was formed ? 
issue of official despatches containing 
elementary errors of topography, such a| [orp STANLEY: No, Sir. In the 
“ Wynburg” for “ Vryburg” in a recent first instance the contract was given to 


eil. No undertaking, verbally or in 
writing, was given us by auy of the other 
gentlemen named. 


to keep strictly private. 


despatch from Lord Kitchener. | Mr. Bergl, who was to form a Company. 


“Wz That Company was formed, but the con- 
Mr. BRODRICK : The error referred tract was not passed over to the Company 


to was purely clerical, and was unfortun- ynti] it had been duly registered at 


ately not noticed before the copies of the Pretesia 
telegram were despatched to the Press. f 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): Is the 
Meat Contract. office of this Company at Frankfort or 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, Munich, or any other place on the 
Mansfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary matinee t 
of State for War whether any under- | 
taking, in writing or verbally, was 


given by Messrs. Meyer, Weil, Tymms, | : 
Stroyan, Lewis, and Marks and Joel, that | Remounte—Return of Expenditure. 


they jointly or severally would undertake | Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 


with Messrs. Bergl, Houlders, and Hughes | E-): I beg to ask the Financial 
to form a Company to carry out the new Secretary to the War Office if he will 
meat contract ; whether any authority, State the amount spent for the purchase 
on their behalf :nd with their consent, was Of remounts during the war upon 
given to His Majesty’s Government in | horses, mules, and oxen respectively. 
writing, if so, by whom, that these gentle- 

men would undertake the obligation of | Lorp STANLEY: As the amounts 
forming a Company in consideration of paid for transport animals are bulked 
receiving the said contract ; and, if nosuch | together, the information would have to 
written authority was given, who author-| be extracted laboriously from the 
ised the Government to put forward the | various accounts, and I am not prepared 
names of these gentlemen as security for|to throw this extra and unnecessary 
the efficient carrying out of the contract. | work on the Accounts Department. 


[No reply was made. ] 
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Purchases of Horses in Canada. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg. 


to ask the Secretary of State for War, has 
the Remount Commissioner at present 
buying horses in Eastern Canada asked 
perm 'ssion to purchase horses in Western 
Canada in 1902; and, if so. has permission 
been given to do so; and, if not, can he 
explain why this permission is withheld ; 
and will the War Office send another 
Remount Officer out West, asone officer 
cannot buy in the two districts at once. 


Lorp STANLEY: The _ remount 
officer in Canada has full authority to 
purchase in any part of that country in 
which suitable horses can be obtained, 
and he is arranging to visit the North- 
west territories in May. There are 
already two purchasing officers in 
Canada. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Are 
these officers stationed in different parts 
of Canada ! 


Lorp STANLEY: I think the two 
remount officers are acting together. One 
is under the other. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Are 
purchases being made in the Western 
province of Canada ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, I believe so 


Purchases of Horses in the United 
Kingdom. 


.Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can state the 
number of horses bought for military 
purposes in the United Kingdom and 
shipped to South Africa during the last 
two years ; and have the horse sales and 
fairs in the United Kingdom been 
regularly attended by representatives of 
the Remount Department with a view 
of buying British horses. 


Lorp STANLEY: The number of 
horses purchased in the United Kingdom 
in 1900 and 1901 was 60,059, of which 
about 85 per cent. 
South Africa. Remount officers attend 
horse fairs and sales whenever it is con- 
sidered desirable. 


{COMMONS} 


were shipped to) 


Questions. 


Volunteers and Imperial Yeomanry. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he is aware that members 
of the Volunteer force are being induced 
by the high rate of pay to join regiments 
of Yeomanry; and, with the view of 
preventing financial embarrassment owing 
to these Volunteers failing to fulfil 
their contracts of service, will he direct 
either that the Commanding Officer of 
Yeomanry enrolling any such Volunteer 
shall pay the capitation grant he would 
have earned in the unexpired time of 
service, or else that the Volunteer Corps. 
shall be entitled to charge such sum 
against the public. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am aware a few 
members of the Volunteer force have 
joined the Imperial Yeomanry. I do not 
understand that this exempts them from 
any private agreement which they may 
have made with their Volunteer Corps. 


Pay of Civil Surgeons with the R.A.M.C. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether it is in contemplation to 
increase the pay of civil surgeons attached 
to the R.A.M.C.; has he yet decided 
whether civil surgeons who have com- 
pleted three years service are to receive 
an increase in pay on account of such 
service ; do the Army Medical Authorities 
treat civil surgeons in a manner different 
to that in which regular members of the 
R.A.M.C. are treated; and have they 
relieved ‘captains and lieutenants of 
orderly duty in stations where civil 
surgeons do duty ; and, if this be so, will 
he take steps to put an end to the 
practice, having regard to the fact that 
captains and lieutenants are subject by 
regulation to perform orderly duty. 


Lorp STANLEY: It is not intended 
to make any increase of pay as suggested. 
I am not aware that the civil surgeons 
are treated differently to the Army 
medical officers, nor of any case in 
which the latter have been relieved of 
orderly duty at the expense of the 
former. 


Increase of Soldiers’ Pay—Good Conduct 
Badges. 

CapTAIN NORTON : I beg to ask the 

Secretary of State for War if he can 
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good conduct badges will continue to | 
receive pay for those badges after Ist | 
April, 1902, in addition to pay at the 
increased rate. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A soldier in posses- | 
sion of a good conduct badge under the | 
old system will not receive pay for that | 
badge, in addition to the increased rate | 
of pay which is given for good conduct | 
and efficiency, if he accepts the new 
terms ; that is to say, he will receive the 
2d. at once for stoppages, without deduc- 
tion, and will continue to receive any 
good conduct pay he could previously 
have earned. He will receive in two 
years time the 6d., with any additional 
good conduct pay which may be earned 


under the new terms. 
Members of Parliament and Military 
Buildings. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he will state whether 
instructions are given to officers in 
command of military stations to exclude 
Members of the House of Commons from 
inspecting the barracks and ordnance 
yards under their control. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A Member of this 
House is treated like any other person 
as regards permission to view barracks 
and ordnance yards. 


Mr. WEIR: Are instructions given to | 
that effect 3 | 
Mr. BRODRICK: Where other 
persons are not allowed to go, Members | 
of Parliament are not allowed. 
| 


Mr. WEIR: Then I takeit that there 
is no rule excluding them ? 


"No answer was returned. } 


Cost of Coal Supplies forthe Cape. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the | 
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state whether soldiers in possession of | 


| contracts. 
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for English steam coal, including landing 
charges, the cost of which to Army 
funds varied from £4 12s. to £5 5s. 
per ton, and whether he can say what 
steps are being taken in connection with 
this matter. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY : In the early stages 
of the war it was imperative that the 
Cape Railways should have an ample 
supply of coal. The Cape Government 
have claimed that the Imperial Govern- 
ment should repay the excess cost over 
that of coal obtained on their running 
This claim is under consider- 
ation. 


Kimberley Diamond Mines. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if his attention 
has been called to the number 
of deaths underground at Kimberley 


| diamond mines, stated in the Mines and 


Quarries General Report for 1900, just 
issued by the Home Department, to be 
10°93 per 1,000 persons employed in the 
year 1900; if he is aware that the death 
rate from underground accidents in all 
mines within the United Kingdom dur- 
ing 1899 was only 1°41 per 1,000, 
Canada 3°61, Federated Malay States 
‘26, Mysore Gold Mines 2°66, New South 
Wales 1°14, Victoria 1°45, Western 
Australia 4°32, and Mexico 1°02; can 
he give any reason why the death rate 
at Kimberley is so much greater than 
that of the countries named; and, as 
numbers of Cornish and other British 
miners are employed at Kimberley, will 
he order some expert and impartial 
inquiry into this excessive death rate. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The death rate 
quoted by the hon. Member is for the year 
1899, not 1900, and was unusually high 
in consequence of a serious accident 
which occurred in that year. The 





Secretary of State for War whether his | question of the propriety of holding any 
attention has been drawn to an apparent !quiry 1S entirely a matter for the 
loss to Army Votes under arrangements | SOverRIn GRE of the Cape Colony. 

with the Cape Government for certain | e** *' | near 

coal supplies set forth in the report of | ___ Barnato Brothers’ Employees. 
the Controller General, from which it; Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
appears that the Cape Government paid | Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
only from 46s. 10d. to 56s. 10d. per ton | any employees of the firm of Barnato 
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Brothers have, under British administra- 
tion in South Africa, received Govern- 
ment appointments, and have been 
elected to Lord Milner’s consultative 
committee ; and if any employee of this 
firm was appointed to sit on a Com- 
mission to investigate and report on 
financial matters wherein the said firm 
is largely interested. 


Questions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
know to what persons or to what Com- 
missions the hon. Member refers, and I 
must ask him for names and full 
particulars before I can make any answer. 


Treatment of British Indians at Pretoria, 
Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Coloniesif he is aware that, 


since Pretoria came into the possession of | 


the British Government, Indian traders 


have been fined for walking on the side 


walks of the streets, and generally 
remain under the disabilities which 
prevail under the old laws of the 
Transvaal Republic with regard to the 
Indian subjects of His Majesty ; and is it 
proposed to modify or repeal these laws. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Indian Native ae and the Corona- 
ion. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): [ 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for India, 
with regard to the contingent of 1,000: 
native troops drawn from our Indian 

_Armies, who are to assist at Coronation, 

ceremonies, if he will state by whom the 

cost of bringing over and carrying back 
the contingent will be borne, whether 
by the Indian or British Treasury. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The cost of 
bringing over and carrying back the 
Indian contingent which is to assist at 
the Coronation ceremonies will be borne 
by the Indian Treasury. They are to be 
carried in a vessel of the Royal Indian 
| Marine. 


Indian Taxation. 


_ask the Secretary of State for India 

whether he will grant a Return showing 

|the amounts yielded by new taxation 

‘imposed in India each year since 1886, 

| and “setting out ” in the case of each new 
tax the purpose for which such taxation 
was imposed. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No such. 


cases have been reported, but, as I stated | 


in reply to a Question on 3rd February, the 
legislation of the late Governmentis still 
in force, and until I receive Lord Milner’s 
Report on the whole question it is im- 
possible for me to say what modifications 
will be necessary. 


Mr. FLYNN: Are we to understand 
that British Indian subjects are Out- 
landers in Pretoria ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


Pay of Indian Native Troops. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether it is intended to 
raise the pay of the native troops of the 
Indian Army in_ proportion to the 


increase in the pay of the British troops. | 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmILton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The pay of the different 
branches of the native Army was 
substantially increased in 1891 and 1896, 
and I see no reason for raising it again 
in 1902. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The hon. 
/Gentleman will find the information he 
| asks for in a statement prepared by the 
| Director-General of Statistics in India, 
/on page 182 of the volume containing 
| the index and appendices to the evidence 
taken before the Indian Currency Com- 
| mittee of 1898 (Command Paper 9,376). 


Cooper’s Hill College. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
| whether he will state what was the cost 
of the site and erection of Cooper’s Hill 
| College; what portion of that cost was 
| borne by India ; and what isthe total ex- 
pense borne by India in connection with 
the college from its foundation to the 
present time. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The cost of the 
site of Cooper’s Hill College, acquired in 
| the year 1871, together with that of all 
Subsequent additions to the buildings 
then existing, was £143,760, all of which 
| was borne by Indian revenues. Besides 
this, the excess of expenditure over re- 
ceipts in the thirty years 1871-1901 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : I beg to. 
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amounted altogether to £48,288. The 
total expenditure borne by India in con- 
nection with the College is consequently 
£192,048. 


Indian Civil Service—Mr. A. P, Pennell. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he will say 
when he proposes to lay upon the Table 
of the House, as promised in the (Guzette 
of India of 12th October, 
Papers relating to the removal of Mr. 
A. P. Pennell from the Indian Civil 
Service. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I will lay 
the Papers on the Table in the course 
of a few days. 


Indian Mining Board. 


Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if the Mining 
Board, which the Government of India 
proposes to form under section 9 of the 
Indian Mines Act of 1901, has yet been 
constituted if so, can he state the 
names of the five members; and can he 
lay any correspondence or other infor- 
mation concerning the Board upon the 
Table of the House. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Govern- 
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1901, the) 
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will he lay the correspondence upon the 
Table of the House. 


Questions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have ascer- 
tained that the Government of India 
have been consulting the Local Govern- 
ments on this subject, and that they 
have the question under their con- 
sideration. 


Indian Transport Committee’s Report. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he will 
lay upon the Tab‘e of the House the 
Report, with Appendices, of the Indian 
Transport Committee, 1897, and the 
Report of the further Transport Com- 
mittee of Military Officers appointed in 
| 1898. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Reports 
to which the hon. Member refers are of 
a confidential nature, and were com- 
piled for departmental use only. I could 
not undertake to make them public. 


New Indian Province. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
_Malakhand and Bunhier districts are 
| within the area of the so-called new 
Province. 


ment of India is not empowered by the | 


Mines Act of 1901 to create a Mining 


Board, though under section 9 the, 


Provincial Governments may, if they 
think fit, constitute such Boards within 
their respective territories. 


actually been formed in any province, 
but in Bengal the matter has for some 
time past been under consideration by 
the local Government. There has been 
no correspondence on the subject. 


Indian Administration—Separation of 
Judicial and Executive Duties. 


Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre 


I have not, 
yet learnt that a Mining Board has 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The political 
charge over Malakhand, Swat, and Dir 
is part of the duties of the new Frontier 
Agency. By “ Bunhier” I am assuming 
that the hon.*Member means Buner, a 
tract included in the charge which I 
have mentioned. 

Indian Boots for the: Army. 


| Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
'I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
|India whether, in view of the large 
| purchases of boots in India for the use 
‘of the British Army and of this en- 


_couragement of their manufacture and 





tary of State for India whether any, and, | increasing exportation, and considering 
if so, what reply has been received from | that the Government in 1894 placed 
the Government of India to the memorial | import duties on all goods entering 
signed by the right hon. Lord Hobhouse, | India, but imposed countervailing duties 
K.C.S.I., and others, praying for the | on cotton goods above a certain limit in 
separation of judicial and executive | the interests of Lancashire industries, he 
duties in India, presented through the | will also place a countervailing duty on 
India Office in August, 1899, and for-| boots and shoes manufactured in India, 
warded by him to the Government of so that the British may trade on equa 
India for consideration and report ; and | terms with the Indian manufacturer. 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON: I can hold 


out no hope of imposing such an Excise 
duty as is suggested. 


The Natu Brothers. 
Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
-of State for India, in view of the fact that on 
25th August, 1901, Balvant Ramchandra 
Natu addressed a communication to the 


Secretary to the Government of Bombay, | 


Poona, in which he submitted an account 
for losses sustained owing to the attach- 
ment of his personal property, will he 
-ascertain why no notice has been taken 
of this letter, not even an acknowledg- 
ment having been given, and whether 
the Government of Bombay have yet 
considered Sirdar Natu’s claim. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
knowledge of any communication of the 
kind, but if the hon. Gentleman will fur- 
nish me with the information he has in 
his possession, I will consider whether the 
matter requires attention. 


Mr. WEIR: I think if the noble Lord 
had looked at the Question with greater 
care he would have ascertained why no 
notice was taken of the letter. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I will inquire 
when I have some facts to go upon. 


Mr. WEIR: I will send the noble 
Lord the facts. 


Anti-Opium Petition, 

Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he has any objection 
to lay upon the Table of the House the 
Petition presented to him in December 


{COMMONS} 


last by the Anti-Opium Society, and his | 


reply thereto, and also any correspond- 
ence relating to the same. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: 


will move for it. 


Telegraph Rates to India. 


bury): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for India whether he has made | 


any fresh agreement with the Eastern 


Telegraph Company, or with the Indo-| 


European Telegraph Company in connec- 
tion with the recent reduction of tele- 


I have no|" ¢ : 
objection to lay on the Table the corre- | either introduce a Bill, or put a clause 
spondence asked for, if the hon. Member | 2 
_money to be paid over to the Paymaster 
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give an assurance that no agreement or 
re-arrangement of agreements with the 
Indo-European or Eastern Telegraph 
‘Companies shall be made until after the 
House of Commons has had an oppor- 
tunity of examining and discussing the 
full and final Report of the Departmental 
Committee. 


Questions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: No _ fresh 
agreement has been entered into with 
the Eastern and Indo-European Tele- 
graph Companies in connection with the 
recent reduction of rates to India. But 
I have already stated, in reply to a 
question in this House, that it is not 
proposed to interrupt or delay the 
negotiations now in progress with regard 
to a date for the determination of the 
Joint Purse Agreement and of the 
Australian Message Fund. 


Punjab, and Delhi Railway— 
Unclaimed - Assets. 


Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he is 
aware that there has been a sum of 
about £10,000 lying without interest 
at the Bank of England to the credit of 
the Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi Railway 
for the last twenty years; that in 1886 
this undertaking was vested in the 
Government of India; that section 54 
of the Act provided for the eventual 
dissolution of the Company; that this 
clause has been inoperative, the Com- 
pany, though still in existence, being 
without direction, the last surviving 
| director having died ; and that this de- 
posit represents various sums distribut- 
able, under Section 53 of the Act, between 
stockholders of the Company to parties 
who cannot be traced; and will he, 
therefore, to prevent this sum becoming 
the property of the Bank of England, 


£cinde, 


in some convenient Bill, causing this 


General, subject to any claims which 


| may be substantiated. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- | 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue’ EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 


Bristol, W.): I cannot, as at present 
advised, undertake to propose legislation 
'on this subject. The money cannot, as 
is suggested in the question, become the 


graph rates to India; whether he will | property of the Bank of England. The 
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Bank may at any time be called upon to 
disburse the balance in their hands. All 
claims which are substantiated are paid, 
and a payment was made as recently as 
January last. 


(uestions. 


Mr. CAINE: But is it not the fact 
that this money has been there twenty 
years? Is this to go on for ever? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The money 
will remain until it is claimed, It is no 
business of mine. 


’ Australian Commonwealth—Immigration 


of British Indians. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will lay 
upon the Table of the House a copy of 
any Acts passed during the last five 
years by the Commonwealth of Australia, 
or any of the Australian Colonies, relat- 
ing to restrictions upon immigrants from 
any Asiatic countries, including British 
India and British Colonies and Pro- 
tectorates, or relating to the employment 
of His Majesty’s Indian subjects on ships 
touching at Australian ports; with any 
correspondence which may have taken 
place between the Colonial Office, the 
India Office, or the Indian Government 
with the object of safeguarding the 
rights of British Indian subjects in the 
Australian Colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Copies of 


the Acts and of the correspondence | 


(which is still proceeding) will be placed 
in the Library as soon as it is completed. 


Consulate. 


Kobe : 
Mr. WEIR: i beg to ask the Under | 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 


in view of the abolition of Mixed Courts | 
in Japan, and the consequent diminished | 


duties of the British Consuls in that 
country, will he state whether any re- 
vision of the staff at the Kobe Consulate 
has yet been considered ; and, if so, will 
he say what changes it is proposed to 
make. 


*THEUN DER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
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Japan and the consequent withdrawal of 
the judicial establishment. The question 
of the revision of the Consular Staff has 
therefore not arisen. 


Russia and Manchuria. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether his 
attention has been directed to a Con- 
vention signed on behalf of the Russian 
Government and the Chinese Governor 
General of Moukden on 12th November, 
1900, regulating the occupation of 
Manchuria by the Russian troops, in 
'which it was provided that the Con- 
‘vention should remain in force until a 
| permanent convention should be signed 
| by the Russian and Chinese authorities, 
‘or until both the Governors General 
agree to change or to abrogate it; and, 
|whether the status quo recognised by 
ithe Anglo- Japanese Treaty also re- 


| cognises this Russo-Chinese Convention 


as part of existing Treaty rights. 


| 
} 





*Lorp CRANBORNE: It is believed 
that an Agreement of a temporary 
nature was concluded in November, 
1900, between the Local Russian 
Authorities and the Tartar General 
respecting the province of Feng-tien. 
The Russian Minister for Foreign 
Affairs informed Her  Majesty’s 
Ambassador at St. Petersburg that it 
was in the nature of a modus vivendi. 
|A temporary Agreement of that kind 
,does not bring in question the inter- 
/national status of Manchuria under 
| public treaties. 





Tregaron Inquest— Attendance of Factory 
Inspectors. 

afr. KEIR HARDIE(Merthyr Tydvil) : 
| 1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
'the Home Department whether his 
_attention has been called to the action 
| of Mr. R. J. Rhys, who, whilst acting as 
|coroner at Tregaron, Aberdare, at an 
‘inquest into the death of Lizzie Mary 
| Humphreys, who lost her life through 
' having fallen into a vat of vitriol at a 
tinplate works, refused the repeated 





BORNE, Rochester): There is no reason | requests of Mr. T. O. Edwards, His 
to suppose that the duties imposed on! Majesty’s Factory Inspector, for an 
the Consular Staff at Kobe have been | adjournment to enable him to inspect 
materially lightened by the cesser of His the scene of the accident; whether 


Majesty’s extra-territorial jurisdiction in | proper notice was given Mr. Edwards of 
[FouRTH SERIES. | 


VOL, CIV, 22 
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Questions. 


the inquest ; and what action the Home| British manufacturers of patented articles 


Secretary proposes taking in the matter. | 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE FoR THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuaie, 
Croydon): Yes, Sir; and the facts are 
as stated in the Question. In my 
opinion the coroner did not give proper 
notice of the inquest to the Inspector, 
and his subsequent refusal to adjourn 
the inquest appears to have prevented 
the jury from having all the facts of 
the case brought before them. [I am 
stating plainly to the coroner my view 
as to his action, and | am prepared, if 
any further difficulties arise, to com- 
municate with the Lord Chancellor. 


Gambling by Automatic Machines. 

Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
minster): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if his 
attention has been called to the applica- 
tion made by a school manager at the 
Westminster Police Court, on Wednesday, 
5th March, with reference to the 
gambling carried on by means of 
automatic machines in sweetstuff shops, 
and the magistrate’s observations on the 
same; and if any action can be taken 
to stop the evil, or, if the law is not 
able to deal with such cases, will he take 
steps to have it amended. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: This matter has been 
the subject of action by the police, and a 
question is now before the High Court 
which may help to elucidate the leg:l 
difficulty that has been felt by some 
magistrates. When the decision has 
been given, the matter shall receive full 
consideration. 


Patent Laws. 

*Mr. JOSEPH LAWRENCE (Mon- 
mouth Boroughs): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, having 
regard to the effect on British industries 
owing to the conditions in this country 
under which foreign manufacturers can 
introduce patented articles without work- 
ing, and in view of the answer he gave to 
a question put by the hon. Member for 
Monmouth Boroughs on the 15th August 
last, whether he will now reconsider this 
matter ; and whether he is now prepared 
to take steps, by legislation or otherwise, 
to compel foreign patentees to work 
their patents in this country, just as 


are compelled to work their patents in 
Continental countries. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): The proposals of the Govern- 
ment with reference to this subject 
are contained in the Patent Law 
Amendment Bill now before the House, 
but, as I stated when introducing the Bill, 
I am ready to consider any representa- 
tions that may be made to me with 
respect to the details of the measure. [ 
understand that the views favoured by 
my hon. friend are to be laid before me 
by a deputation from the Manchester 
Chamber of Commerce next week. 


Vaccination—Suggested Re of the 
Conscientious Objection use. 

Mr. FORSTER (Kent, Sevenoaks) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he will state the 
number of urban sanitary authorities in 
the United Kingdom from which he has 
received resolutions advocating the repeal 
of Clause 2 of the Vaccination Act of 
1898, relating to the conscientious ob- 
jector; and what steps, if any, he 
proposes to take to carry out the policy 
advocated by them. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, 8.) : I have received resolu- 
tions of this nature from 251 urban 
sanitary authorities. The Vaccination 
Act, 1898, will expire at the end of 1903, 
and the question of its renewal will have 
to be considered next year. In the mean- 
time, I do not propose to take steps for 
the repeal of the section referred to. 


Spread of Smallpox at Dartford. 

Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he is 
aware that in the town of Dartford and 
surrounding villages, and district, the 
smallpox is spreading with great rapidity ; 
whether he is aware that about 2,000 
workmen have been lately employed upon 
new buildings at the Smallpox Hospital 
near Dartford, and that the said workmen 
are lodging in Dartford and the neighbour- 
ing villages, and causing thereby the 
spread of the disease in all directions ; 
whether steps can be taken to secure 


| accommodation for these workmen upon 


1272 








1272 


ticles 
ts in 


D or 
eeds, 
vern- 
bject 
Law 
ouse, 
Bill, 
enta- 
with 
1 by 
> me 
aster 


he 
oe 


cal 
the 
s in 
has 
peal 
b of 
ob- 
he 
licy 


AL 
TER 
dlu- 
ban 
ion 
03, 
ave 
an- 
for 


irt- 
the 

is 
nd 
he 
V; 
00 
on 
tal 
en 
ur- 
he 
8; 
re 
on 








1273 


the spot where they work, and thus 
arrest the danger of contagion ; whether 
any, and what, communications have taken 
lace between the Local Government 
Board and the Asylums Board on this 
subject. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
that there have been numerous cases of 
smallpox in the localities referred to. It 
is a fact that about 2,000 workmen are 
being employed upon new buildings at 
the Smallpox Hospital near Dartford. 
Some of these men are lodging in Dart- 
ford and the neighbouring villages, but a 
large proportion of them sleep in huts 
built for them on the site. It is not ex- 
pected that all would avail themselves of 


this accommodation, and if it were made | 


compulsory for the men to live on the 


site, it is probable they would leave their | 


work. 


possible. 
with the managers of the Metropolitan 
Asylum District on this subject, and I am 


pressing upon them to use every effort to | 
secure that the workmen are accommo- | 


dated on the site as far as practicable. I 
may add that every facility for vaccina- 
tion is afforded to the workmen, and that 
as regards those employed nearest to 


buildings containing cases of smallpox, | 


they were, some time since, required to 
be vaccinated. 


Sm W. HART DYKE: As this is a 
very grave matter, I feel I must put a 
supplementary Question. I beg to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman if he is aware that 
a large number of these workmen, after 
their week’s work, are in the habit of 
travelling to London to their homes by 


train and remaining there until Monday, | 


and whether, in view of the certain risk 
of spreading the disease, not only as re- 
gards railway carriages, but as regards 
the Metropolitan districts, he does not see 
the absolute necessity of securing the de- 
tention of these workmen and providing 
accommodation for them on the spot. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I quite agree 


that it is avery serious matter, but I may | 


peint out that I have no power to secure 
that these men are kept on the spot. It 
is impossible to provide for them on the 
spot. It is most desirable that there 
should be no risk of spreading the disease 
outside the Metropolitan area. 
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It is most important that the | 
buildings should be completed as soon as | 
I have been in communication | 


What is | 
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a much more grave question is that 
provision should be made for the cases 
| within that area as rapidly as possible. If 

cases cannot be received in the hospitals, 
‘the risk of the spread of the disease will 

be great. Every effort is being made to 
| provide for the men on the spot, and to 
| secure that they shall be vaccinated ; and 
I can only repeat that if the people in 
| the districts concerned who fear infection 
| will only be vaccinated, the risk will be 
| largely diminished. 
| Mr.THOMAS BAYLEYasked whether 
| another hospital ship could not be found. 
| Would not that remove the difficulty 1 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It would not 
affect the matter in the slightest degree. 
It has nothing on exwrth to do with it. 
|It is practically impossible to provide 
another hospital ship in time, and even if 
it were, a hospital ship could receive 
‘only a very few patients. The Metro- 
_politan Asylums Board are endea- 
vouring by the buildings they are 
erecting to double the number of beds 
they have at present. 


Continental and Colonial Co-operative 

Societies and the Price of Mi 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask 
|the President of the Board of Agricul- 
/ture if he could obtain any information 
'from the Consuls in Denmark as to the 
' average price per gallon which the Danish 
farmer gets for his milk from the Co- 
operative Societies ; also what is the aver- 
age price paid in New Zealand, Australia, 
'and Canada per gallon for milk by the 
Co-operative Dairy Societies in those 
_ countries. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
_AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): I think that the kind of informa. 
tion asked for by the hon. Member 
would be useful, and if he will communi. 
cate with me as to all the details he 
' desires, I will do my best to ascertain the 
facts. 


Coronation—Country Telegraph Offices. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire 
| W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether it can be arranged for 
the country telegraph postmasters to 
have a half holiday on Coronation Day. 


2Z2 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAM-| report on the subject has been received, 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The} and is under consideration. 
question of keeping open country tele- | 
graph offices on Coronation Day must | Damage to Telegraph System by Storms. 
depend to some extent on the general) Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr Burghs): | 
order in Council to be issued on the sub- | beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
ject of the observance of that day,|if he can state the amount of money 
which the Government is not at present | expended in repairing the damage done 
in a position to issue. ' by storms to the telegraph system between 

| London and the North during the year 
Telegraph Facilities in Northamptonshire. | 1900 and during the year 1901; and, 

CoLtoneL STOPFORD-SACKVILLE further, if he can state whether the 
(Northamptonshire, N.): I beg toask the | strengthening of the line to insure it 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- | against damage, which has lately been 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he | announced, is a new departure, or if it 
is aware that during the last three | has ever been attempted before. 
months applications have been made on | 
behalf of seventeen rural parishes inj; Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Northamptonshire for information The amounts expended by the Post 
respecting the establishment of tele- Office in repairing the damage caused by 
graph offices, and that in only one case storms to the telegraph system between 
has anything beyond a formal acknow- | London and the North during the years 
ledgment been received from the Depart- 1900 and 1901 were £12,930 and £25,542 
ment; and can he hold out any hope | respectively. The strengthening of the 
that the information desired will be lines is not a new departure. It has 
speedily given, and the wishes of those’) been going on for some years ; aud it is 
parishes met where a guarantee is given | steadily extending as renewals of the plant 
by the Parish Council. | become necessary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The) Cable Communication—Inter-Depart- 
applications to which the hon. Member | mental Committee's Report. 
refers for telegraph offices at seventeen |_ SIR EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
villages in Northamptonshire were duly | I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
received, and the necessary returns were | whether he will now state when the final 
obtained. The results, however, were so | Report of the Inter-Departmental Com- 
walevenselle that the Feshumter! mittee on Cable Communications will be 
General decided to obtain furtherreturns, | placed upon the Table. 
in the hope that these might justify him . ' 2 
in granting the offices in at any rate | C soe og gS ype en : The 
some of the cases. The further returns | pyc "T i * ye “i a a yester- 
have now nearly all been received, and | yale in te as leat of M — — 
the Postmaster General will communicate | y ere 


with the applicants as soon as possible. Sm EDWARD SASSOON was under. 


| stood to ask if the evidence would be 
Dewsbury Post Office. | published. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): On behalf of the hon. Member Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
for Dewsbury, I beg to ask the Secretary | have not seen it yet, and should not like 
to the Treasury, as representing the! to answer the Question without notice. 
Postmaster General, whether, since 4th | But I think that probably some of the 
March, an inspection has been made and evidence was of a highly confidential 
report presented on the sanitary condition | character, and could not be published. 
and accommodation of the Dewsbury Post | I will inquire. , 
Office ; and, if so, can he state the nature | 
of the report ; and, if an unsatisfactory School Children and ae Coronation. 
report has been made, what improve-| Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
ments are to be made. _. | beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
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Questions. 


Committee of Council on Education if he | 
is aware that School Boards and Com- | 
mittees of Management of Voluntary | 
Schools are considering the question of | 
closing the schools during Coronation | 
week ; and if he can issue any statement | 
on the subject which would re-assure | 
School Boards and school managers as 
to the risk of such closing’ causing the 
number of school sessions to fall a little | 
below the minimum number on which : 
grants are paid. 


THE SECRETARY To THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant | 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) (for Sir | 
J. Gorst): The Board of Education are | 
of opinion that the provisions of the Code 
are elastic enough to admit of a proper 
holiday being given at the Coronation. 


War Office Buildings. 

Mr. TREVELYAN : On behalf of the | 
hon. Member for Dewsbury, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether he will state the amount spent | 
on behalf of the War Office in 1899-1900 
on the purchase of the leasehold interest | 
of two houses, Nos. 77 and 78, Pall Mall ; 
and what sums have since been spent on 
alterations and adaptations for the use of 
the War Office. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouG.as, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): Theleasehold interest of these 
houses was purchased for £6,000. The 
premises, however, were not assigned to 
the War Office, as was at first proposed, 
as they were transferred to Her late 
Majesty as a Grace and Favour Residence, 
in exchange for Bushey House, appropri- 
ated for the National Physical Laboratory. 


Welsbach Incandescent Light Company. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General whether he will grant 
the Return relating to the Welsbach 
Incandescent Gas Light Company (writs 
issued), notice for which stands on today’s | 
Papert. 

+The following is theReturn referred to :— 
‘“* Welsbach Incandescent Gas Light Company 
(Writs Issued).—Return showing (1) the num- 
Ler of writs issued by the Courts (a) at the 
instance of the Incandescent Gas Light Com- 
pany, Limited (now the Welsbach inenades- | 
cent Gas Light Company, Limited) against 
versons alleged to have infringed Wel~bach | 
British patents since 1890; and (b) at the | 
instance of the Welsbach Incandescent Gas | 
Light Company, Limited, against persons | 
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(On behalf of the hon. 
North Wexford, I beg to ask the Chief 


alleged to have infringed the 1893 Welsbach 
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Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rosert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): No, 
Sir. I havemadeinquiry, and am informed 
that it would require the work of three or 
four men for a week, and considerable 
expense, to procure the information asked 
for, so far as it is possible to obtain it at all. 
As the matter relates to private litigation, 
I do not think that the Return a ‘ed for 
should be granted under these -ircum- 
stances. 


Piracy of Musical Copyright 

Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone E.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether his attention has been called to 
the increase which has recently taken 
place in the sale of pirated copies of 
copyright songs by hawkers in the 
streets of London and other towns ; and, 
seeing that the remedy by action given 
to the owner’ of the copyright by the 
existing law has been found in practice 
inadequate to stop sales of this nature, 
whether the Government will consider 
the advisability of bringing in a Bill to 
make the sale of pirated copies of copy- 


right songs an offence punishable sum- 


marily by fine. 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY : My attention 


‘has been called to the subject, and un- 


doubtedly the present state of the law is 
unsatisfactory. I may refer my hon. 
friend to the manner in which the point 
was dealt with in the Copyright Bill of 


1900, in case he should himself propose to 


take any action in the matter, but I am 
not prepared to give any promise on be- 
half of the Government. 


Irish Local Government Contracts. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E.) : 
Member for 


British patent since the lst day of January, 
1901. (2) Ofallapp'ications made to the Judges 
of the King’s Bench sitting in Chambers for 


, committal to prison on the plea of contempt 


of persons alleged to have intringed Welsbach 


| British patents (c) since 1890, and (d) since 


the lst day of January, 1891, respectively, and 
of all olen made thereon, and names of 
persons arrested and committed. (3) The 
numbers respectively of manufacturers of 


| incandescent mantles, and of dealers in, or 


sellers or users of such mantles, who have 
been served with writs, prosecuted, or com- 
mitted to prison on the plea of contempt in 
connection with alleged infringement of the 
Welsbach jBritish patents (e) since 1890, and 
(f) since the lst day of January, 1901.”— 
(Mr. Weir.) 
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Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the grounds upon 
which the Local Government Board for 
Ireland hold that Article 27 of the 
Procedure of Councils Order, as amended 


Questions. 


by the Procedure of Councils Order of | 


1901, can only apply to new contracts ; 
can he explain why the Local Govern- 
ment Board consider as new contracts 


only those entered into after Ist April, | 


1902; is he aware that a number of 
existing contracts originally made by 
Irish grand juries were made on the 


principle of half-yearly payments ; and | 


can he state why in these contracts the 
half-yearly system of payments should not 
be reverted to; and will he take steps 
to remove any difficulties standing in the 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1280 


|to the amount of £1,786. The Receiver 
| has accounted for sums collected by him, 
amounting to £163 Is. 5d. 


| Dundrum Central Lunatic Asylum, 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon §.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that complaints have been made that 
tradesmen employed in the Dundrum 
Central Lunatic Asylum are compelled to 
do ordinary attendant’s duties in addition 
| to, and after they have performed, a day’s 
work as tradesmen ; and whether, seeing 
that a promise was made months ago to 
leave these tradesmen off this extra duty, 
can he say when it is intended to put this 
promise into practice. 


way of the relief to the ratepayers pro- | 


posed by the amending Act of last 
session in the Bill he proposes to pass 
this session. May I take the oppor- 
tunity of congratulating the right hon. 
Gentleman on his return to the House ? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): Thank 
you. Article 26 of the Order of 1899, 


as amended by the Order of 1901, reads | 


as follows :— 


“Contracts may provide for payments to a 

contractor—where the contract is for a work 
of maintenance, and for a term of years at any 
period not exceeding six months for ouk 
executed during that period.” 
It is, therefore, clear that the half-yearly 
payments must be provided for in the 
contract; and no such contract can 
legally be entered into prior to the Ist 
April next. There is no provision in the 
Order of 1901 enabling a County 
Council to vary the terms of an existing 
contract. Payments under maintenance 
contracts entered into by grand juries 
were made after March and July Assizes 
at periods of eight and four months 
respectively, and not at intervals of six 
months. I cannot undertake to intro- 
duce, in the Bill referred to, a clause such 
as suggested. 


Beleek Charitable Loan Fund. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §.): I beg | 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can. 
state the present financial position of the | 
Beleek Charitable Loan Fund Society, | 
County Fermanagh. | 


} 
} Mr. WYNDHAM: Debentures affect- | 
ing the funds of this Society are claimed | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The complaints of 
these tradesmen were investigated last 
year, and it was decided that no change 
could be made in the conditions of their 
service. No promise was made such as is 
alleged in the Question. 


Rioting at Blackskul, County Down. 

*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
police have made any report in regard to 
a riot at Blackskul, near Dromore, 
County Down, on the night of the 6th 
instant ; whether he is aware that a public 
meeting, convened for the purpose of 
starting a cooperative creamery in the 
district, was prevented from being held, 
by an organised crowd, two Presbyterian 
ministers and the Roman Catholic curate 
being assaulted, stones thrown into Mr. 
James Wilson’s house, and three or four 
men being injured by stones thrown by 
the crowd ; whether any person has been 
made amenable; and if the authorities 
will take steps to see that meetings for a 
public and legal object are not subject to 
mob treatment in future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir ; full re- 


ports have been made of these disgraceful 


occurrences. The police did not antici- 
pate disturbance at the meeting, and 
although one of the promoters had heard 
there would be opposition two days before 
it was announced to be held, he did not 
inform the police. When they arrived on 
the scene at midnight the rioters had 
dispersed. Two men have been identified 
as having taken part in the rioting, and 
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every effort is being made to bring other | he can state the qualifications possessed 
offenders to justice. Ample protection| by the Earl of Shaftesbury for the 
will be afforded to persons attending such | position of member of the Congested 
meetings in the locality in future. As I | Districts Board, and when this appoint- 
have stated, the police would have been | ment was made, and will he explain why 
present on this occasion had they been | the representations made by Kerry and 





made aware of the intended opposition. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Will the men 
who are to be made amenable be taken in 
the ordinary course before petty sessions, 
or will the Crown send down a prosecutor 
from Dublin ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Every step will be 
taken to secure that justice will be done, 
but I cannot say the exact course which 
will be pursued. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Will steps be 
taken to convince these people that there 
is no connection between separated milk 
and the Crown and Constitution 1 


Mr. MACVEAGH: May I ask whether, 
in view of the fact that this is the third 
meeting ‘broken up in this district, the 
right hon. Gentleman will,{by the erection 
of a police barracks or otherwise, afford 
some protection to life and property ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Templemore Police. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lerd Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the police are 
continually blocking the footways in 
Templemore ; that the people returning 
from morning mass are forced to step 
into the roadway on account of the massing 
of these constabulary in front of the 
barracks ; and will he explain why and 
by what authority the police on the 3rd 
and 4th instant compelled Mr. Patrick 
E. O’Donoghue, Georges Street, Temple- 
more, and other persons who pay for the 
making and maintenance of the roads, to 
move out on the roadway. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that the statements in this Question are 
absolutely without foundation. 


Irish Congested Districts Board—Earl of 
sbury’s Qualifications. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 

W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 

the Lord | Preomcchee of Ireland whether 


| Cork for the appointment of a member 

with knowledge of the needs of those 
| counties were disregarded by the Govern- 
| ment in making the appointment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government 
was satisfied of the fitness of the Earl 
of Shaftesbury to be a member of the 
Congested Districts Board. He was 
appointed by Royal Warrant dated the 
6th instant. Before recommending his 
appointment I brought to Lord Shaftes- 
bury’s notice the representations referred 
to, and he undertook, if appointed, to 
visit Kerry and Cork with the object of 
|making a special study of the neéds in 
| the congested portions of those counties. 
| 
| Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Would 
it not be possible for the right’ hon. 
'Gentleman to find some man in Kerry 
or Cork with a local knowledge of the 
needs of the people, and not go to 
Belfast ? 





Captain DONELAN : Why was Lord 
Shaftesbury appointed in preference to 
the Bishop of Ross ? 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.) : Isit 
the intention of the Government to leave 
the Province of Munster wholly unrepre- 
sented on the Congested Districts Board ? 


*Mr. SHEEHAN: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman received representations from 
public bodies in West Cork asking for 
the appointment of a local representative ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


[None of these were 


answered. | 


(Questions 


Suck Drainage Taxation. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the effects of the Suck 
Drainage taxation upon the tenants of 
land along the banks ; and whether he 
will consider what steps can be taken, 
either by relieving them altogether of 
the burden or by extending the time 
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for repayment to double the present | districts had elapsed, and that this 
period, or otherwise to lighten the | was impossible, but that the Board 
burden. | would be prepared to consider any 
: |scheme that might be brought before 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I | it for the benefit of the congested portion 
must ask the hon. Member to refer to | of the rural district. 
the answer which I gave to a similar | 
Question put by the hon. and gallant | nham = 
Gentleman the Member for = —_ ane 
Galway on the 4th instant. + | Mr P. A. MHUGH (Leitrim, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Mr. ROCHE: Is the hon. Gentleman | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
aware that in some instances the taxes is aware that the Board of Works have 
have more than doubled 4 | advanced a sum of £55 on the security 
‘of his farm to a tenant named James. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | Fox, Aughavanny, on the Tottenham 
That does not arise directly out of the | | Estate, County Leitrim; can he state 
Question. I cannot answer without | how much has been repaid to the Board 
notice. ‘of Works on account of this loan ; how 
' much still is due to the Board of Works ; 
Mr. ROCHE: Can you answer the | and by whom have the instalments of 
last paragraph of my Question ? _ principal and interest been paid to the 
Board since the eviction of Fox in 1892. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN ; No, | 
Sir. As I said on a previous occasion, the | 


time will not be extended. Mr. WYNDHAM: The loan of £55 


| was advanced in 1883 to Charles Fox. 
Congested Townlands in the Tuam Union, he repayments amount to £23 18s. 11d. 


No further payment has been made since 
Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief jg99° The balance has not been re- 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of |; ‘ a 
Ireland whether he is aware that re- ERS ae GN Sat Nennewee, 
presentations have been made on several » , 
occasions to the Congested Districts|, M8. T. M. HEALY: Has the re 
Board as to the condition of the people hon. Gentleman taken the Board 
who live on the townlands of Ballinagur- Works under his charge ? 
rane, Currilane, Derrymore, Ballinapark, 
and Caherlistrane, in the Tuam Union,; Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. 
in County Galway, which townlands | Member means that the Question should 
contain seventy-five families numbering | have been answered by the Secretary 
372 persons who have to live on small to the Treasury, I may explain that the 
holdings, and the entire valuation of | information was sent to me, and I there- 
which townlands is only £224 13s. ;! fore replied. 
and whether the Congested Districts 
Board propose to do anything in response | Dickson Estate—County Leitrim 
to the representations made by way of|_ , ° ‘ 

. . . Mr. P. A. M‘SHUGH: I beg to ask 
culging the helio, of ciherwise the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
improving the condition of these people. | meuh at Redhead wieder te to coun 


ry) ; 7 that the Dickson Estate, Tullaghan, 
SS reeerne: Fae ae County Leitrim, has been aa the 
control of the Courts since 1884, and 
that the tenants have repeatedly ex- 
pressed a desire to avail themselves of 
the provisions of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Purchase Acts, but have been unable to 
effect a purchase; can he state what is 
the obstacle to purchase by the tenants 
on this estate; and will he endeavour 
to facilitate a sale to the tenants on 
+ See page 362. equitable terms. 


presentation received was a copy of a 
resolution forwarded by the Tuam Rural 
District Council, asking that the, 
scheduled area of their district should 
be extended, and that grants in aid be 
made for the benefit of the district. 
The Council was informed that the 
period allowed under the Act of 1891 
for altering the areas of congested 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: This estate was} Kilkenny Land Courts. 
listed before the Land Judge on Thurs-| Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, §.) : I beg to 
day last. The Land Judge granted an) ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
adjournment till June, in order that | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
proceedings might, meanwhile, be brought | state the reason of the delay of the Sub- 
to the stage at which a request could be | Commissioners of the Land Courts of 
issued to the Land Commission for an | their visits to certain farms, regarding 
inspection under the 40th Section of the | which cases were heard at Kilkenny on 
Act of 1896. the 7th and 8th February, 1902, whereas 
, , . cases heard on the 14th are already 
— ronroney by rer eag - hy ga visited ; whether he will state on what 
Mr. CREAN (Cork Co., S.E.): I beg principle the order is arranged in which 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | farms are visited by Sub-Commissioners ;. 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is|.4q whether these farms above referred 


aware that two privates of the 4th : stad ¢ : : 
= - to will be visited in the immediate future. 
Battalion of the Manchester Regiment, —— : 


stationed at Kinsale, were arrested by | +. : : 
the police on the 10th February last,| Mk. WYNDHAM: The inspections 
having been caught in the act of breaking | #7 arranged with regard to their relative 
the public gas lamps; that the head | Situation, and not by the order in which 
constable arranged with the secretary | they may have been heard in Court. 
of the gas company to attend at tie | There will be no delay in inspecting the 
following Petty Sessions Court to give | S®S referred to. 


evidence of the practice of the breaking | 7 
of lamps since the arrival of this regiment | Case of Daniel Creed, of Donaghmore. 


in the town; and that the secretary of | Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
the gas company was informed by the | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
head constable that the prosecution was | 0f Ireland whether he is aware that a 
not to be proceeded with, and was handed | young man named Daniel Creed, of 
3s, 8d., the value of the breakage, by Donaghmore, was arrested on Thursday 
the two men who had been summoned eVening last by Sergeant John Harrington, 
by the police; and can he explain why |of Ballinagree, and charged with the 
the prosecution was abandoned by the larceny of a horse and cart ; that the 
police, and by whose authority. | Sergeant swore at the Special Court held 
| on the following day in Macroom that he 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The police re- | had no warrant for the arrest of Creed ; 
ported this occurrence to the gas com- | and will he state by what authority this. 
pany who declined to prosecute. The | police sergeant arrested this man on a 
value of the breakage was remitted to | criminal charge, and detained him in 
the company by the officer in charge of custody without a warrant. 
the detachment. The police did not 
institute proceedings, consequently they Mr. WYNDHAM: The police are 
abandoned none. |empowered to make an arrest without 
; - , | warrant in a case of suspected felony. 
Mr. CREAN asked who induced the |The case against Creed wil be magis- 


secretary to the company not to pro-| terially investigated today. 
secute. 
| 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There was only | Limerick Assizes. 
one lamp broken. lb Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, i 
: eg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Mr. CREAN: If representations as to | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
the a of the troops are made by | can state the number of cases which were 
respectable inhabitants— tried in the Crown Court at the recent 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! The | assizes in Limerick ; in how many cases 
hon. Member cannot debate the question. | convictions were obtained; and what 
action will be taken in the cases in which 

Mr. OREAN: I will send the corres- | a verdict was not obtained. 
pondence to the right hon. Gentleman to 
prove that the statements I have made| Mr. WYNDHAM: There were eight 
are correct. such cases. No convictions were obtained. 
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in any of these. The cases in which aj though requested by the pound keeper; 
verdict was not obtained have been| and seeing that subsequently the same 
adjourned to the next Assizes. |day the head constable and two con- 
| stables consented to come to the pound, 
Labourers’ Cottage Schemes in Cork. | but would not allow the animals to be 
Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the released unless a sum of 7s. was paid, will 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant hecause inquiry to be made into the 
of Ireland whether he is aware that at | action of the police in this matter. 
the recent inquiry under the Labourers | 
Acts in the Cork Rural District an} Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Heskin denied 
application was considered from Thomas | ownership of the pigs before they were 
Cundon for an additional half-acre on the impounded on the 24th February. The 
farm held by the representatives of| police did not decline to be present at 
Honoria Donovan, in the electoral divi-| the pound on the 24th, or any other date. 
sion of Greenfort ; and seeing that no The pound keeper did not request their 
statutory disqualification was urged) attendance, until it came to his know- 
against the application, will he state on | jedge that Mr. Heskin proposed to remove 
what grounds it was rejected by the) the pigs by force. The animals were 





Local Government Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The application of 


Cundon was opposed by the occupier on | 


|released by the keeper when the cost of 
their maintenance was paid to him. The 
action of the police in the matter was 
perfectly regular. 


the ground that he never worked for | 


him, and that he was constantly employed | 
elsewhere. The Inspector did not see his 


way, therefore, to recommend the applica- 
tion, and the District Council has not 
questioned his decision. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: And does the fact 
that the man never worked for the 
occupier disqualify him under the Act ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not prepared 


to answer a general Question like that. 


without notice. 


Tallow Conspiracy Case. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg* 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that two pigs, belonging to Mr. 
Alexander Heskin, one of the traversers 
in the recent conspiracy case, were driven 
by the police from near his premises to 
the pound at Tallow, on the 24th ultimo ; 


that the owner of the pound refused to | 


give them up to Mr. Heskin on same 
date without consent of the police, 


although Mr. Heskin offered his name and | 
address ; and that the pound keeper then | 
went to the police and was directed by | 


the head constable not to give up the pigs 
until the police should be present ; can 


Longford County Council Accounts. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Seeretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of ireland whether he is 
aware that two half-year’s accounts of 
Longford County Council remain now un- 
audited, and a third half-year closes on 
3lst March ; whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board were applied,to to send down 
an auditor, and stated it was impossible to 
do so for some time ; whether arrange- 
ments could be made to have the accounts 
audited by the late auditor, who would be 
best able, from along knowledge of the 
county, to deal with the large amount of 
work now to be done ; and, in any case, 
can he state when the audit can be 
arranged for. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The auditor lately 
in charge of this district has retired from 
the service, and the duty cannot, conse- 
quently, be assigned to him. But the 
Board has made other exceptional 
arrangements to have the accounts audited 
| at the earliest possible date. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman give any idea when that 
“ earliest possible date ” will be ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


he explain why the police declined to be | 


present on that day, and again on the 
27th ultimo refused to let the animals be | 
given up or to attend at the pound, | 


Clogher Postal Arrangements. 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
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representing the Postmaster General,| Mr. HANBURY: The reply to both 

whether he is aware that the inhabitants | Questions is—Yes. 

of the townlands of Derryribbeen me 

Gortnaclassagh, in the Clogher, co. | Belfast Magistrates Case. 

Mayo, postal district, who wereaccustomed|! Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Chief 

to a daily delivery of letters, now get Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 

their letters delivered only on Saturdays, Ireland whether he will explain why the 

and can he give any reason for the change _ Lord Chancellor of Ireland has continued 

from a daily to a weekly delivery. in the commission of the peace for the 
County of Antrim and for the City of 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The Belfast.amagistrate whohas pleaded guilty, 
Postmaster General willhave inquiry made 1” the Belfast Police Court, toa charge of 
as to the arrangements for the delivery of drunkenness preferred against him ; and 
letters in the townlands referred to by the Whether he can state the reasons why, 
hon. Member in the Clogher district shortly after pleading guilty to the charge 
co. Mayo, and will communicate the of drunkenness, this magistrate was made 

a, A ’ 


result to the hon. Member as soon as | ® deputy lieutenant for his county. 
possible. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): There is no information in the 
Crown and Hanaper Office bearing on 
these allegations. It has no means of 
identifying the persons to whom reference 
is made, or of ascertaining whether the 
matters are of recent or ancient date. 


Sunday Mails in South Donegal. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
a train service will be substituted for the 
present car service in forwarding the 
mails for South Donegal on Sundays, 
having regard to the fact that the railway bi ; , 
company is willing to carry the mails on MR. JOYCE: I will send the right 
Sundays for the amount of the subsidy at hon. Gentleman the particulars. 
present paid to the mail cars. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether 
he can state who appoints the Com- 
missioners of Irish Lights, and how 
the appointment is made and what 
are the qualifications,'if any, that entitle 
persons appointed to act on this Board ; 
can he explain why the Irish Ports have 
no representative on the Board ; whether 
the Board is under the control of any 
Government Department; and whether 
their accounts are audited by a Govern- 
ment auditor. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
view of the statement in the latter part of 
the hon. Member’s question, further in- 
quiry shall be made on the subject, and a 
reply sent to him as soon as possible. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, 
N.): Will the hon. Gentleman have re- 
gard to the fact that South Donegal has 
the largest percentage of illiterates in the 
United Kingdom ? 


Butter Standard—Cork Merchants’ 

Resol ution. ; 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Presi- Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he Board of Irish Lights, as established by 
has received a copy of a Resolution from | the Dublin Port Act, 1867, and previous 
the Cork Butter Merchants Association Acts , consists of five representatives 
pointing out the great difficulty under of the Corporation of Dublin, and 
which butter producers under the dairy seventeen members who have from time 
system labour, and that any reduction of to time been nominated or co-opted by 
the standard of water in cured or salt | that Board. No qualification is pre- 
butter under 18 per cent. would affect | scribed for a Commissioner, except that 
most injuriously an important and exten- | he is to be a “ fit person.’’ I am not 
sive Irish industry ; and whether atten-| able to say what reasons influenced 
tion will be paid to these representations Parliament in so settling the constitution 
when the standard is about being fixed. of the Board. The Board is under the 
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financial control of the Board of Trade,| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Iam afraid 


and their expenses are paid out of the | there have been omissions both as to the 
General Lighthouse Fund, which is Teceipt and presentation of some of these 
audited by the Comptroller and Auditor | Returns. I will look into the matter, and 
General. ‘communicate with the Waterford and 
_ Dundalk Pilotage Authorities. 
Rock Angus Light. Boies 7" . 
; bis. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): | Private a Se ee ene 
eg to ask the Chief secretary to the | - : 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland abe he, Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
can say why the lighthouse on Rock | 2€Y> S.): [beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Angus, at the entrance of Strangford | Treasury whether he is aware that Bills. 


Lough, was built, and, when built, why | introduced under the recent addition to 


it was never lighted. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in- 
formed by the Commissioner of Irish 
Lights that the lighthouse on Angus 
Rock was erected in 1850 to indicate the 
entrance to Strangford Lough, but it was 
not lighted because it was found useless to 
vessels seeking shelter without leading 
lights to guide past the dangers at en- 
trance and up to Audley and Cross Roads 
Anchorages. I am further informed that 
the whole question of lighting Strangford 
Lough was dropped on the decision to 
make Carlingford Lough the harbour of 
refuge between Dublin and Belfast. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: Is the right | 
hon. Gentleman aware that ships have | 


been lost on that point in consequence of 
no light being there ? 


Standing Order No. 31, after the custom- 
|ary notice, can only be backed by the 
name of the introducer, and that the only 

Bill so introduced by a non-official Mem- 

ber has been withdrawn on this ground ; 
'and whether he will consider the possi- 
| bility of arrangements being made for 
' other names being added, on such names 
| being specified in the notice, or by any 
| other means. 


| Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREAS- 

URY (Mr. A. J. BAaLrour, Manchester, 
_E.): My attention has been called to the 
| difficulty to which my hon. friend refers 
|in this Question. I need hardly say it 
| was never the intention of the House, or 
| of the Government, that the change in the 
rule should have this indirect and un- 
expected consequence. Of course, it is 
not for me to give an interpretation of the 
rule. Perhaps my hon. friend will him- 
_ self confer with the Speaker. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Was this useless | 


oe erected by the Irish Board of | 


orks ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Waterford and Dundalk Pilotage Funds. 


Subsequently Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 
said: It would be for the convenience of 
the House if you, Sir, gave a ruling in 
regard to the names of others than the 
introducers being placed on the back of 
Bills. 


Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the President | 


of the Board of Trade if his attention has 


been called to the omissions of the Water- | 
ford and Dundalk pilotage authorities to 


render statements of their accounts of 
their dealings with the pilotage funds (in 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The new Standing 
Order does not itself deal with this 
matter ; but it appears to be a convenient 
course, and one to which I see no objec- 
| tion, that the hon. Member who brings in 








accordance with Section 585 of thea Bill under the new Order should be 
a Shipping Act of 1894) for the | allowed to put upon it the names of those 
years 7, 1898, 1899, and 1900, in hon. Members who have co-operated 
pred ae ra Bleu and for the — | with him in the preparation of the Bill, 
; , 1897, 1898, 1899, and | just as in the case of a Bill brought u 
1900 in the case of Dundalk ; and whether | hen the Bar. If the House ane > 
the Board of Trade will forthwith proceed | objection, I will direct that this may be 
to investigate the accounts of the pilotage done. Of course the practice will be 
funds of the ports mentioned, in accord- | subject to the same conditions as in the 
ance with the powers conferred upon them | case of a Bill brought up from the Bar. 
by the Act. | The number of names will be limited, and 
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the hon. Member who puts them down 
will thereby guarantee that he has 
obtained permission to do so. 


Message from 


Coronation Oath.—Royal Declaration 
Against Transubstantiation, etc. 

CapraIn DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the British mission, headed by Lord 
Denbigh, which recently waited upon 
His Holiness the Pope, was authorised 
by the Government to give any assur- 
ance that the Coronation Oath would be 
so modified as to contain nothing offen- 
sive to His Majesty’s Roman Catholic 
subjects. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 
fast, W.): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that on a recent day petitions, 
signed by more than half a million of 
persons in all portions of His Majesty’s 
dominions, were presented by a right 
hon. Gentleman at present in the House, | 
praying that the House would not 
agree to any alteration in the King’s 
Declaration or the Coronation Oath in | 
the direction indicated in this Question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am aware of | 
the facts my hon. friend has just stated 
to the House, but they really have no 
bearing upon the Question upon the Paper. | 
The answer to the Question on the Paper | 
is in the negative. 


Captain DONELAN: Why was not 
this opportunity taken to give some such 
assurance ¢ 


[No answer was returned. | 


Captain DONELAN: I think I am 


entitled to an answer. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I did not think 
the Question required an answer, but I 
will give one. It was not an appropriate 
occasion. 


Business of the House. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he intends to resume the debate on the 
Procedure Rules before Easter ; and 
whether, more especially for the in- 
formation of North Country Members, he 
can state the probable date and duration 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have very 
little hopes of being able to make sub- 
stantial progress with the Rules of Pro- 
cedure before the Easter holidays begin. 
I am afraid I cannot give any specific 
assurance to the hon. Gentleman as to 
the precise date when that will occur. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the probable 
date of the Easter recess has already 
appeared in The Times ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman asked me, not for the probable 
date, but the actual date. I could give 
him the probable date, possibly. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman what 
course he proposes to take with regard 
to the Motion on the Paper for suspend- 
ing the Twelve o'clock Rule. As far as 
I am aware, there is no disposition to 
prolong the debate beyond the usual 
time. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the House 
is aware, I only put down the Motion as 
a matter of precaution, not having been 
able to communicate with the Gentlemen 
with whom these matters are usually 
arranged. As I understand that there 
is no desire to prolong the proceedings 
on the various Reports down on the Paper 
after twelve o'clock, on that understand- 
ing I will not move to suspend the Twelve 
o'clock Rule. Of course, it is understood 
that the discussion on the Consolidated 
Fund Bill will be on the Third Reading, 
which will be the first Order of the 
day on which it is put down. 





STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, ETC. 


Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade "(including Agriculture 
Shipping and Manu- 
factures, have leave to sit this day till 
half-past Three of the clock during the 
Sitting of the House. —(Mr. Stuart Wortley.) 


} MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

| That they concur with this House in 
their Resolution, “That it is expedient 
that the London Water Bill be committed 
to a Joint Committee of Lords and 





of the Easter recess. 


Commons.” 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for the amalgamation of the 
undertakings of the Buenos Ayres and 
Rosario Railway Company, Limited, and 
the Central Argentine Railway Company, 
Limited; and for other purposes.”’ 
[Central Argentine and Rosario Railway 
Bill (Lords) ]. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments, from 
the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 100.] 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
100.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing | 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 122.] 


Supply——Ciwvil 


SUPPLY—{28tH FEBRUARY]—REPORT. 
Resolution reported :— 


| 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- | 
| Lunacy Commission wr 
| Registrar General’s Office ... 


PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3 (VOTE 
ON ACCOUNT). 

“That a sum, not _ exceeding 
£19,095,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
on account, for or towards defraying the 
charges for the following Civil Services 
and Revenue Departments for the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, 


viz. :— 


CiviL SERVICEs. 


Class II. 

Home Office . £60,000 
Chief Secretary for Ireland 16,000 
Class I. 

Royal Palaces and Marlborough 
House ... 35,000 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens 50, 000 | 








Houses of Parliament Buildings .. 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, 
Great Britain ... 
Art and Science Buildings, Great 
Britain ... . 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings 
Revenue Buildings .. on 
Public Buildings, Great Britain ... 
Survevs of the United Kingdom .. 


150,000 | 


90,000 


Harbours under the Board of 

Trade ‘ 7,000 | 
Peterhead Harbour age 6,000 
Rates on Government Property .. 
Vublic Works and Buildings, 

Ireland . ox Si 110,000 


Railways, Ireland . 
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190,000 | Broadmoor 


Service Estimates. 
Class II. 


United Kingdom and England :— 


House of Lords, Offices 

House of Commons, Offices ‘ 

Treasury and Subordinate ) Depart- 
ments 

Foreign Office “te ale oes 

Colonial Office ee ‘a oo 

Privy Council Office, &c. ... 

Privy Seal Office... eee 

Board of Trade 

Mercantile Marine Services - 

Bankruptcy — | of the 
Board of Trade 

Board of Agriculture 

Charity Commission 

Civil Service Commission .. 

Exchequer and Audit Department 

Friendly Societies — 

Local Government Board .. 

Lunacy Commission ies 

Mint (including Coinage) .. 

National Debt Office be 

Public Record Office se 

Public Works Loan Commission ... 

Registrar General’s Office ... 

Stationery and Printing 

Woods, Forests, &c., Office of 

Works and Public Buildings, 
Office of .. 46 ae 

Secret Service 


Scotland :— 





Fishery Board 


Local Government Board ... a 


Ireland :-- 


Lord Lieutenant’s Household 

Department of Agriculture 

Charitable Donations and Bequests 
Office... 

Local Government Board .. 

Public Record Office 

Public Works Office 

Registrar General’s Office ... sen 

Valuation and Boundary Survey ... 


Class ITI. 


United Kingdom and England :— 


Law Charges 
Miscellaneous}Legal Expenses 















































Land Registry 


22,000 | County Courts 


| Police, England and Wales 


16,000 Prisons, England and the Colonies 
12,000 | Reformatory 


and Industrial 
Schools, Great Britain ci 
Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum ... ; 
Scotland :— 


250,000 | Law Charges and Courts of Law .. 


Register House, Edinburgh 
Crofters’ Commission 


80,090 | Prisons, Scotland 
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£3,000 
12,000 


39,000 
30,000 


23,000 
40,000 


25,500 
8,000 
3,000 
3,000 
5,000. 


2,000 
70,000 


1,000 
26,000 
2,000 
16,000 
9,000 
6,000 


40,000 
27,000 
140,000 
14,000 
15,000 
20,000 
320,000 


140,000 
14,000 


30,000 
15,000 

2,000 
40,000 
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Treland :— 


Law Charges and _ Criminal 
Prosecutions ... <a eae 

Supreme Court of Judicature, and 
other Legal Departments 

Land Commission ... oni 

County Court Officers, &c. 

Dublin Metropolitan Police 

Royal Irish Constabulary ... 
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REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


| Customs axe iat ae Sad £350,000 

35,000 Inland Revenue _... oe as 830,000 
° | Post Office... pas “ie a 3,800,000 
45,000 | Post Office Packet Service... 7 210,000 
55,000 | Post Office Telegraphs_... .- 1,800,000 


40,000 | ‘Total for Revenue Departments £6,990,000 


Prisons, Ireland... a - 45,000 | Grand Total £19,095,000 
Reformatory and Industrial SS 
Schools ... eS ba iii 55,000 | : ; 
Dundrum Criminal _ Lunatic Resolution read a second time. 
Asylum ... is ‘a 3,000 | 
_ (5.0.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Water- 
Class IV. ford): When the Vote on Account was in 
United Kingdom and England :— | Committee, there was considerable dis- 


Board of Education 

British Museum 

National Gallery os 
National Portrait Gallery... 
Wallace Collection ... P 


. Scientific Investigation, &e. ‘ United 


Kingdom ae ae ide 
Universities and Colleges, Great 
Britain, and Intermediate 
Education, Wales sha 


Scotland :— 


Public Education 
National Gallery 


Ireland :— 


Public Education ... sae saa 
Endowed Schools Commissioners 
National Gallery 
Queen's Colleges 


Class V. 


Diplomatic and Consular Services 

Uganda, Central and East Africa 
Protectorates, and Uganda 
Railway... ‘a apn ooo 

Colonial Services... 

Cyprus, Grant in Aid wae bi 

Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific 
Cable ove aes a 

Cretan Loan... 


Class VI. 


Superannuation and _ Retired 
Allowances nae wn aoe 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, 
&e. sid sa iat pee 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances ; via kis 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland ... 


Class VII. 


Temporary Commissions . 
Miscellaneous Expenses 


Coronation of His Majesty _—... 
Repayments to the Local Loan 
Fund 


Total for Civil Services— 


4,500,000 | cussion on the salary of the Chief Secre- 
*g0,000 | tary to the Lord Lieutenant, and on the 
10,000 | policy of the Irish Executive. The object 
3,900 | of the discussion in Committee was to 

. endeavour to elicit from the Irish Govern- 
31,000 | ment some explanation of the policy they 
intended to pursue in the near future in 
Ireland. But the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant—the man really respon- 
sible for the Government of Ireland in this 
House—was unfortunately absent. We 
regretted his absence for public reasons, 
because his absence rendered the debate 
futile and quite ineffectual; and we 
regretted his absence for personal reasons, 
because, whatever our views of the action 
‘of the right hon. Gentleman in the 
_Government of Ireland may be, we were 
all sincerely sorry that he was ill, and we 
are all very glad to see him back in the 
| House again. Now, this matter would 
not have been raised again for discussion 
by myself were it not that, in my opinion, 
? questions of very grave importance may 
ee arise in regard to the future of Ireland ; 
~*~ | and it is expedient that the right hon. 
50,000 Gentleman should have the opportunity 
— — tonight of explaining exactly where he 
stands in this matter. In my opinion, the 
‘immediate prospects in Ireland are 
| exceedingly grave ; not because there has 
280,000 | been any recrudescence of crime, but 
| because the Government have entered 
upon a fatal path—a path in which it is 
1,000 | almost impossible for them to stop, a path, 
17,000 | which will inevitably lead them, as it has 

led every Government which preceded 

them, to disaster and to crime. The 

29,999 Chief Secretary has, as it seems to me, 
17,087 allowed himself to be bullied on to this 

— — path by a section of the people in Ireland 
_who have always been false guides to the 

_____ | English Government, and, having suc- 
£12,105,000 , ceeded in getting him on to that path, 
—— | they are making a resolute effort to force 
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him on the downward course. Anyone 
reading the English papers, and especially 
the London papers, for some little time 
past, would be of opinion that Ireland to- 
day was in a state of universal lawlessness, 
crime, and outrage. Every newspaper, 
every morning, now contains a sensational 


Supply—Civil 


heading about lawlessness in Ireland, with | 


incitement to the Government to put in 
force the provisions of the Crimes Act. 


spiracy on foot to mislead and infuriate 
public opinion in this country on the 


Irish question, and to force the Chief | 
Secretary, in my opinion, against his own | 


judgment, to put in operation all the 
provisions of the existing Crimes Act. 
Now, that being so, and this conspiracy 
being composed of influential men, 
being led by influential men, and 
being able to obtain the space that it does 
in the English newspapers, makes it of 
the utmost importance that this question 


should be fully discussed in the House of | 
Speaking of | 
Ireland as a whole—I do not speak of | 


Commons on this Vote. 
particular localities for the moment, 
although it is not because I am going to 
shirk that—I say that for 100 years, since 


the Union was passed, the country has 


never been so absolutely free of crime. | 
So far as ordinary crime is concerned, it | 


may with truth be said that there is 
practically none. The Spring Assizes are 


on now, and the judges are going from | 


" county to county, making a gaol delivery 


and trying all the prisoners awaiting trial, | 


and I venture to assert that if all the 
criminals brought to trial in all the 
Assizes, in all the counties of Ire- 
land, were added together, the sum 
total would not be so great as the 
calendar of any one of the Sessions 
of the City of London. I was reading 
the day before yesterday a paragraph 
with reference to the Recorder’s Court of 


London, which does not have before it all | 
This is only one | 


the criminals in London. 
Court. I do not know how olten are the 
Sessions ; but I have here the calendar 
for March, from which I gather that the 
Sessions are held very frequently—and I 
find that that calendar consists of eighty-six 
criminal offences. There were two cases 
of arson, three of agent conversion of 
property, one of fraudulent bankruptcy, 
two of bigamy, three of burglary, six of 
conspiracy, two of counterfeit coin utter- 
ing, six of forgery, seven of housebreaking, 
twenty of larceny, two of stealing letters, 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


I. 


charge that there is a deliberate con- | 
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| three of libel, four of manslaughter, nine 
| of misdeameanour, one of murder, one of 
| attempted murder, one of perjury, three 
| classed as outrages—it does not say what, 
|four of receiving stolen goods, one of 
| robbery with violence, five of wounding 
_—making a total of eighty-six ; and the 
Recorder, in charging the Grand Jury, 
said that the crimes in the calendar 
were merely of the usual character. My 
hon. and learned friend sitting near me 
tells me what I had thought myself before 
—that the Sessions are roughly held once 
a month, and held only for one specified 
portion of the population of London. 
You find, therefore, that in one session, 
| comprising the criminals for one month, 
in one district of London, there are on 
the calendar more serious offences than 
| were tried in all the Assize Courts, in all 
the County Courts of Ireland, and at the 
Spring Assizes now going on. 

I feel that it is unnecessary to labour this 
question of ordinary crime ; but it is well 
to recall the fact that Ireland is crimeless as 
regards ordinary crime. The conspiracy set 
on foot in the English newspapers to urge 
the Government to use the exceptional 
powers under the Crimes Act in Ireland, 
, however, tries to make out a case that 
there is much agrarian crime. They say, 
“ Admitted that Ireland is free from those 
| erimes of violence which are so frequent 
/in England and Scotland, Ireland is 
disgraced by a large amount of agrarian 
crime,” and they include in that agrarian 
crime the charge of boycotting. I call 
as a witness to this the man who is 
responsible for the peace and good order 
of Ireland. What does he say? On the 
23rd January of this year the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, in the course of 
a speech in which he dealt with this 
question—not of ordinary, but of agrarian 
crime, said— 


‘*T do not think the agitation very alarming. 
On taking office, I fonnd less agrarian crime 
than in any previous year. At this moment 
| (23rd January) there are thirty-five cases in the 

whole of Ireland, and 211 persons boycotted ; 

; and -_ in the case of twenty-seven persons 
can it be attributed to what is called the 
influence of the League.” 


There were only twenty-seven persons 
out of this 211 in whose case boy- 


cotting could be attributed to what 
was called the influence of the 
League. The right hon. Gentle- 


man gave some figures of an interesting 
|character. He quoted the figures of 
| sgrarian crime. As the House is aware, 
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from time to time Returns are made to the 
House of agrarian crime in Ireland, and | 
included under this head are threatening 
letters. The right hon. Gentleman knows | 
perfectly well that the threatening letters, 
as a rule, form the largest item in the 
Returns. The right hon. Gentleman said | 
that in the forty-five months—he took a 
large view—up to the 3lst of January, 
1898, which was the date of the first 
dawning of the League, as he called 
it, there were 956 agrarian outrages 
in Ireland; in the forty-five months 
up to the end of last October, 
while the League was in existence and in 
operation, the number was 950; and he 
went on to say that of those 190 only 
could be attributed in any degree to the 
influence, as he called it, of this organisa- 
tion. He further admitted that the bulk 
of the agrarian outrages, such as they 
were, were not to be attributed to the 
League. 

Therefore you have, first, the fact 
that there is no ordinary crime in Ireland ; 
secondly, that agrarian crime is at a 
lower ebb than ever before in the history 
of Ireland; and thirdly, you have the 
testimony of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary that of all the 
agrarian crime only a very small propor- 
tion indeed can be attributed to the 
influence of the organisation of the 
people. That was on the 23rd of Janu- 
ary. What has happened since, Mr 
Speaker, to give any cause or excuse for 
this outery that has been raised in the 
English newspapers as to the state of 
lawlessness and disturbance in Ireland ? 
A more criminal campaign has never been 
set up than this which has been started to 
force the Government into enforcing the 
Coercion Act in the way it is desired to 
enforce it, which would only be to break 
up this state of peace and lead again to the 
outbreak of crime. What has happened 
since last February? Some four or five 
grand juries in certain parts of Ireland have 
passed resolutions calling on the Govern- 
ment to put into force the whole of the 
Coercion Acts. It is worth while for a 
moment to recall to the House exactly 
what these grand juries are. I do not 
understand the present existence of these 
bodies at all. Up to the passing of the Local | 
Government Act for Ireland, these were | 
the bodies which had all the responsibility | 
of administering the local business of the | 
country. All that has been taken from | 
them, and they have no business now of | 


VOL. CIV. _[Fourts Serizs. | 
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any sort or kind except that of finding 
true bills for the protection of prisoners, 
though, in my opinion, it is a proceeding 
which affords no protection at all, and 
which might as well be abolished. I see 
no use in the continued existence of these 
bodies. They are composed solely of 
landlords and the representatives of land- 
lords in Ireland ; and when you come to 
speak of the state of the country and the 
state of land agitation in Ireland, it 
cannot be expected that they would give 
impartial testimony. Yet the resolutions 
of five or six of these bodies are trotted 
out in England as a demand for making 
coercion more rigorous. But if we have 


_ to consider resolutions of that kind, I want 


to know why we should not consider 
resolutions passed by the County Coun- 
cils of Ireland. While these grand 


| juries have been passing resolutions on 


the one side, the County Councils, elected 


_ by the people and representing the people, 


composed of all classes, all creeds, and all 
politics in Ireland, have been passing 
resolutions in the exactly opposite di- 
rection. The newspapers of England, 
with that fairness which characterises 
their treatment of Ireland, have been 
parading the resolutions of these one or 
two grand juries, but not a single paper 
in London has published any of the 
resolutions passed by the County Councils. 
But it is not only on those resolutions 
that this demand is founded. We have 
seen quoted, and most of us have seen 
with regret, the Charges of certain judges 
from the Bench in Ireland. I think, Sir, 
I understand the full limits to which I 
can go in touching on a matter of this 
kind. I cannot discuss the propriety or 
impropriety of what the judge has said, 
and I do not propose to do so. I propose 
to deal with a practice known in Ireland, 
a practice which I believe is entirely 
unknown here, of supplying to the judge 
private documents supplied by the police 
of Ireland, which documents form the 
foundation for the declaration of the 
judge from the Bench. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
would be in order in commenting on the 
action of the police in supplying the 
reports, but he would not be in order in 
going into the use that was made of the 
reports by the Judges on the Bench. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I understand 
that, and I intend to be guided exactly 


3A 
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by that line of argument. 
is unknown in this country. 


Supply—Civil 


I do not 


think the practice I speak of—of supply- | 


ing to the judge, not merely information 
with reference to the case before him, but 
private secret information by the police 
as to what they think are the prospects 
of the maintenance of peace and order 
for the future—exists in England, and the 
proof is that there are never any such 
declarations as come from the Bench in 
Ireland. Sir, we have had what seems to 
me to be the most absurd position created 
in many of our Assize Courts. We have 
had judges with no criminals to judge, 
and congratulating the people on the fact 
that there was no crime, and yet we have 
the same judge saying, from _ private 
documents supplied to him from the 
police, that the country is in such 
a condition and so bad that the 
Coercion Act ought to be renewed. This 
is a wrong and ridiculous practice, and I 
want to know, if these private reports are 
furnished to the judges of Ireland, why 
they are not laid on the Table of this 
House. It is a monstrous state of things ; 
although there are no criminals to be 
tried in a county, that county is to be 
told that it is in such a serious condition 
that the Coercion Act ought to be re- 
newed. These are the means that are 
being used by this conspiracy to en- 
deavour to work up a panic here in 
England with regard to the state of 
lawlessness and disorder in Ireland at the 
present moment. A more flimsy pretext 
has never been put forward, and a more 
criminal campaign never entered into. 


Now, let me ask the Chief Secretary what 
are the real facts with regard to Ireland 
at this moment. I have first shown that 
there is no ordinary crime in Ireland, 
and that there is less agrarian crime than 
there ever was before; but there is intense 
political discontent all over Lreland and in- 
tense agrarian discontent all over Ireland, 
and in our portion of the country this ag- 
rarian discontent is of so intense a character 
as to cause great local excitement, and to 
threaten peace and order in the future, and 
there have undoubtedly been certain cases 
of boycotting. Now, I want to ask in 


{COMMONS} 
The practice | 


this House, how have the Govern-, 
ment met this state of things, and 
how are they meeting it now? They 
have met the general political dis- 
content throughout the country by 


suppressing free speech. 


Mr. John Redmond. 


Ina place where 
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there is not only no ordinary crime and 
no agrarian crime, but no political excite- 
ment whatever, the Government have 
wantonly gone and suppressed a public 
meeting. I dwelt at the commencement 
of the session on some of these incidents, 
but the right hon. Gentleman had many 
other weighty matters to consider, and he 
made no answer. Again, the other night, 
the Attorney General omitted to say a 
single word, and I do not know whether 
tonight it will be possible for the Chief 
Secretary, in the course of his remarks 
this evening, to give some attention to 
this. I cannot weary the House with 
these cases over and over again, but | 
will just indicate in a sentence what I 
mean. Almost immediately after the 
right hon. Gentleman arrived in Ireland, 
a meeting, at which I was present, was 
suppressed. It was held in a_ perfectly 
peaceful county, in the beautiful county 
of Wicklow ; the meeting was broken up 
by force ; the people were dispersed with 
violence, and, of course, a great deal of 
bad blood remained behind. That was early 
in the administration of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He put down this meeting 
without rhyme or reason, and in this way, 
by suppressing public meetings, he has 
been dealing with this political discontent. 
Take the case the other day, at Kil- 
maine. There the meeting was not pro- 
claimed, and the police did not try to stop 
it. The Member for East Clare had 
made a speech, and when he finished, 
another Member, the Member for the 
district, came forward, and immediately 
the policeman started up and _ said 
“You cannot speak,” and when he 
attempted to persist in speaking the 
meeting was immediately dispersed by 
force. I want to know what is the mean- 
ing of this policy of interfering with the 
right of free speech, where there is no 
crime or danger of any sort. 


Service Estimates. 


Then, let us consider how the Govern- 
ment are meeting the case of agrarian 
discontent in Ireland. They are meeting 
it by opposing an absolute non possumus to 
the moderate, and what I claim as the Con- 
servative, demand put forward by the Irish 
people for the settlement of the Irish Land 
question, and by postponing indefinitely 
all attempts to remedy an admitted 
grievance. We do not yet know when 
the right hon. Gentleman is to introduce 
his Land Bill, but we know the Govern- 
ment have no intention. of dealing in a 
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thorough way with this Irish Land ques-| Let me say a word on this question of 
tion; and we will find that this Bill is| boycotting. There are two perfectly dis- 
once more a measure tinkering with a/ tinct kinds of boycotting. There is a 
system proved to be absolutely incapable | kind of boycotting which is contemptible, 
of settling this question in Ireland. And | unjust, and mean, which springs from 
how does the right hon. Gentleman deal | personal or petty or trade motives, or 
with the agrarian question in the West? | other motives of that sort. Boycotting 
This is a very serious matter. This | of that kind has always been denounced 
agrarian trouble which has arisen in the | by every Nationalist organisation of the 
West springs directly out of the action of | past, and is quite foreign to our objects 
the Government, and it could be stopped | and views at this moment in Ireland. 
tomorrow if the Government simply | But there is another kind of boycotting. 
gave a hope to those people that in the | There is that boycotting which is simply 
near future they would obtain the conces- | the expression of the unanimous will of a 
sion of their demand, which even the | community to refuse to have dealings 
Attorney General the other night ad- wich a man who is regarded by them as 
mitted was the natural demand for them | a pest and an enemy to the well-being and 
to make. The hon. Member for East safety of the community. Take the case 
Mayo, in a speech made earlier in the | of a land-grabber. What is a land- 
session, I think, impressed the House | grabber? Anyone who has read the 
very deeply. He said that he knew the history of Ireland knows what evictions 
responsibility of encouraging a struggle have done in Ireland. They know also 
of this kind ; that he knewithe suffering what has been the curse of Ireland—that 


Supply—Cwil 


and the trials it would entail on the 
people, and that he himself would go to 
Roscommon, and advise the people to 
come to an arrangement with the land- 
lord if only the Government would hold 
out any hope whatever that they would 
deal in a sympathetic manner with this 
question. That appeal apparently fell on 
deaf ears. The only answer to it has 
been—what ? The renewal of the Coercion 
Act in that district ; the application of 
the Coercion Act in such a way as to 
exasperate and irritate the people all 
round the district, by the imprisonment 
of all their most trusted local leaders. 
Public meeting has been suppressed. 
Through the length and breadth of that 
district no man is allowed to speak, no 
meeting can be held. The only meetings 
which are held are held surreptitiously 
by evading the police. No public meet- 
ing of any sort or kind is allowed ; the | 


greed for land, that land-hunger which 
has induced the Irish peasants to bid one 
against another, and give ruinous prices 
for small patches of land. Then when a 
man has been unjustly evicted—that is to 
say, evicted from his farm for the non- 
payment of an impossible and unjust 
rent—another man comes in and takes 
that farm. He is an enemy to the whole 
class of tenants in Ireland ; he is encourag- 
ing the exaction of an exorbitant rent ; 
he is breaking down the trade union of 
the tenant farmers; and I say that, in 
my judgment, it is just as justifiable to 
boycott him as it is in England to boycott 
the blackleg and the scab. The point I 
desire to make is this: if you cannot put 
down that kind of boycotting under the 
ordinary law, you cannot put it down at 
all. You cannot put down that kind 
of boycotting simply by re-enacting any 
clauses of any Coercion Act, and my 








country is studded with what might be | anxiety is due to the fact that your 
called blockhouses; there is a perfeet | coercion proceedings in the West of 
army of police in possession of the dis-| Ireland, while they will not put down 
trict, and on every occasion when an | boycotting or fulfil the object you have 
attempt is made to hold a meeting the| in view, will gravely imperil the peace 
people are dragooned and batoned by | and the order of the entire district. I 
those policemen. In fact, an absolute|say that boycotting such as I have 
state of terror exists; wholesale prosecu- | described cannot be put down by your 
tions have been set on foot, and the! coercion. : 
Government are at present engaged in| Let me quote a great authority on 
sending to gaol asa criminal every single | this question—I mean Lord Salisbury. 
man in the district who has the con- Speaking in 1885 on the attempts to 
fidence and trust of these tenants. They put down boycotting by Coercion Acts, 
say they are doing this in order to put | Lord Salisbury said— 
down boycotting. “The effect of the Crimes Act has been very 
y 8 a x" exaggerated. The provisions in the 
3A 2 


~ 
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Crimes Act against boycotting are of very little 
effect. Boycotting has grown up under the 
Act, because it is a crime that legislation has 
very great difficulty in reaching. Boycotting | 
was the act of persons purporting to do things | 
which in themselves were legal, and were only 
illegal because of the intention with which they | 
were done. 


Supply—Civil 


I will give you an instance of | 
boycotting, and I will leave it for you to tell | 
me whether the Crimes Act will affect it. Not | 
long »go a boycotted man went into a Roman | 
Catholic Church, and everyone left the Church | 
instead of sitting still until the service was | 
over. The priest said, I will go on with the 
service and finish it for you alone, but I would 
recommend you to go away. Now, what is 
the use of an Act against a system of that | 
kind? You cannot iudict people because they 
go to church or leave church. It is more like 
an excommunication or an interdict of the 
Middle Ages than anything I know. The 
truth about boycotting is that it depends on 
the passing humour of the population. I do not 
believe, for my part, that in any community it 
has ever cohdaels I doubt whether in any com- 
munity the law has ever been able to 
provide a remedy.” 


Sir, I say that your coercion, while it 
will inflame public opinion, endanger | 
peace, and work untold mischief and 
suffering on individuals, will not put 
down boycotting. It is impossible for 
you to put down boycotting of the 
character I have named. You have never 
succeeded in doing it ; and when people 
believe, rightly or wrongly, there is 
adequate cause, you never will 
succeed in putting it down by your 


{COMMONS} 
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arouses and unites the Irish people at 
home, and the right hon. Gentleman 
knows enough about Irish polities to be 
quite well aware of the effect which it has 
upon our movement in America. Only 
this afternoon I received a cablegram. [ 
am sorry I gave it away, so I cannot read 
it, but it was from Philadelphia, telling 
me that last night there was held the 
greatest meeting (as it said in the cable- 
gram) ever seen in Philadelphia, presided 
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over by the Governor of the State, and 


that a large sum of money, amounting 
to many thousand dollars, was subscribed 
as a protest against what they thought 
was the decision of the Cabinet the other 
The 
right hon. Gentleman knows perfectly 
well that politically—looking at this 
matter simply as a politicizn—his action 
is welcome to us, and is likely to 
_strengthen our hands. But anybody who 
has any sense of responsibility must 
|admit that there is an over-riding con- 
| sideration. I was in public life through 
‘the Land League agitation, and I saw 
_what was the consequence of a coercion 
| campaign in those days. What happened 
'then? The leaders of the movement 
| were in prison. Ido not mean only the 
leaders of the movement in this House— 
| they were in prison as a matter of fact— 


Coercion Acts. When men break the | but, in addition, the leaders of the move- 
law, deal with them; when any man | ment all through Jreland were in prison. 
goes out and incites others to do a} Thousands of men, all the local leaders, 
criminal act, deal with him according to | all the men who possessed the confidence 
the law, but, I beg of you, do not, under | and trust of the people, and who had the 
a mistaken belief that by renewing | power of restraint on their neighbours 
coercion you will stop boycotting, set | and friends—all those men were arrested 
about this wretched campaign in Ireland | and thrown into prison. The open public 
for the suppression of free speech, and | organisation of the people was shattered, 
putting into prison every man who is|and what happened? Then the moon- 
engaged in a political campaign opposed | lighter and the assassin came upon the 
to you. What the right hon. Gentleman is | scene. I want, if [ can, to save Ireland 
doingin Ireland is shuttingthesafety-valve. | from a renewal of scenes and proceedings 
Politically speaking, I am free to confess | such as occurred in that year. I do not 


that I would welcome the coercion of the 
Government. The stronger and more 
powerful the Government, the more 
powerful the example. Every exhibition 
the Government makes of its inability to 
govern Ireland except by abrogating the 
British constitution, except by laws that 
de not exist in England, Scotland, or 
Wales, or in any freely governed part of 


| hesitate to say that I dread the re- 
currence of such, scenes, and I sincerely 
hope that whatever the Government 
does—whether it draws back from adopt- 
ing this fatal power or allows itself to be 
driven on to disorder and crime—I trust 
that the Irish people, and especially those 
living in the West of Ireland, who 
/are most tried, will listen to our 








the Empire, every such exhibition simply | voice when we tell them, as we have been 

proves the case we have come to this | telling them, and as we tell them now, 

House to make for Home Rule. It | andasI tell them—and I wish my voice 
Mr. John Redmond, 
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could reach every cabin in Connaught | 
—that the one thing they will ruin their | 
movement with will be to stain their) 
hands with crime, and that their) 
greatest hope for the future is to main- | 
tain an attitude well within the attitude | 
of the United Irish League organisation, 
which denounces crime, which has up to | 
the present suppressed crime, and which 
will continue to suppress it so long as it | 
is allowed to exercise a restraining influ-| 
ence upon the people. 

It is astonishing how history repeats 
itself upon this Irish question. I) 
was reading only the other day a 
report of a discussion in this House | 
on a Coercion Bill in the year 1833. 
Then it was a Motion by Lord Althorpe 
for the introduction of a Coercion Act, 
which was one of the eighty-seven Coer- 
cion Acts which had been passed since , 
the Union. In reading the debate upon 
that occasion I came across a passage 
spoken by ar eminent English Conserva- 
tive statesman, which might very well be 
addressed to the Government at this 
moment. Sir Edward Bulwer Lytton, on 
the 7th of February, 1833, said— 


_‘* We take the time for exercising new coer- 
cions at the very moment when, by our new 
experiment of conciliation, we have virtually 
declared that seven centuries of coercion have 
been unavailing. I am sure that no people on 
the face of the earth can be governed by the 
system His Majesty’s Ministers propose. To- 
day Concession ; tomorrow Coercion. This 
system, at once feeble and exasperating, of 
allowing the justice of complaint, and yet of 
stifling its voice, of holding out hopes and 
fears, terror and conciliation, all in a breath, 
isa system that would make the most credu- 
lous people distrustful, and the mildest people 
ferocious. Do what you will, if you pass these 
laws I warn you that it will be in vain. You | 
can never counterbalance, in the opinion of the 
Irish people, this attack upon the vitals of 
their freedom. No individual reforms, how- 
ever salutary, can pacify or content a nation 
that you rob of its constitution. You flatter 
yourselves that under shelter of those laws you 
will be able, with effect. toapply your remedial 
measures ; it is just the reverse. They will 
blight all your remedies, and throw their own 
withering shadow over all your concessions.” 


There is a voice from the year 1833, and 
might not every word of it be spoken in 
the year 1902. Irish Governments learn 
nothing by the lapse of centuries. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : | 
Does the hon. and learned Member know | 
what that Act was ? 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Yes; the 
Act of 1833 abolished trial by jury in 
Ireland, and it set up a special tribunal of 
servants and agents—paid agents—of the 
Government to try offences which in 
England could only be tried by jury. 
That is what that Act did. And so the 


Service Estimates. 


history has been the same all through the 
century ; and is it not a miserable state of 


things for English statesmen to have to 
consider the using of that power again in 
1902? And you are still at the old policy, 
the policy of giving a Land Act with one 
handand administering the whip of coercion 
with the other. You have no consistency, 


_and you have no sense in your policy, Why 


donot youabolish the forms of the consti- 
tution altogether in Ireland and abolish 
Local Government ? What an absurdity 
it is to create Local Government in Ire- 
land and give County Councils, freely 
elected by the people, and then to pass a 


'Coercion Act to send the chairman and 


the leading members of those Councils to 
prison without trial. What an absurdity 
it was to send Members of Parliament 
from Ireland to this House to be always 
overborne by British majorities, and then 
have theformsof the Constitution abolished 
year by year in eighty-seven Coercion 
Acts! 

Sir, the system is absurd. I say that 
in the West of Ireland the Government 
cannot with impunity refuse to redress 
this grievance, the justice of which they 
have practically admitted, and thus stifle 
the voice of complaint and imprison the 
leaders of the people. The Chief Secre- 
tary, in my view, has arrived at the part- 
ing of the ways, although he has not 
absolutely and definitely finally taken 
the wrong turn. I know the difficulties 
of his position—at any rate, I think | do— 
not from any communication with him at 
all, but I think that I know exactly the 


difficulties of his position; and I really 


think I know to a great extent his own 
judgment upon this matter. I am quite 
convinced he is being driven along this 
path against his will, and I ask him 
tonight to resist in his own interest. I 
am sure he will not, in a grave matter of 


' this kind, think of hisowninterest, although 


it would be his interest to avoid coercion ; 
but in the interest of Ireland, the 
interest of the country he is sent to 
govern, I ask him to resist this influence, 
and to retrace quietly, but as speedily as he 
can, the initial false steps he has already 
taken. Sir, the faction which is drawing 
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the right hon. Gentleman on is the faction 
which has always done wrong at every 
crisis in the history of Ireland. This is 
the faction which has ever opposed the 
removal of grievances in Ireland. They 
have uniformly opposed every concession, 
whether it came from the Conservative 
Party or the Liberal Party, and in my 
opinion they have been responsible for 
most of the blood and misery which has 
stained the history of the relations of this 
country and Ireland for the last hundred 
years. I remember the phrase Mr. John 
Bright used in this House in reference to 
this action. 


Supply—Civil 


“These are the men who stood in the way 
of improvement of the franchise in the Church 
and oftheland. They thought they purchased 
Protestant ascendency when the price they 
paid for it was the ruin and degradation of their 
country.” 


These are the men who are attempt- 
ing to press the right hon. Gentleman 
along his path today. We know per- 
fectly well that some of them are in the 
Cabinet. So far as Ireland is concerned, 


we know who they are—Lord London- | 
derry and Lord Ardilaun, two men who in | 


the whole of their careers never contri- 
buted one useful word towards the 
settlement of any grievance, large or 
small. [Mr. WynpHAM: Really !] The 
Chief Secretary misunderstands my refer- 
ence to Lord Ardilaun. I admit his public 
generosity, but I say, as a_ politician, 
he is a man who has never, either in 
Parliament or out of it, contributed one 
sensible or useful word to the settlement 
of any question, large or small; and it 
would be a pitiful thing if the right hon. 
Gentleman allowed himself, by a faction 
led by these men, to be drawn into a 
course of action which I am convinced 
his own better judgment does not 
warrant. 


Sir, I say to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, let him retrace his steps ; let him 
deal with this Land question in a 
thorough and broad spirit ; let him open 
the satety-valve he has shut in Ireland ; 
let him withdraw once and for all his 
policy of suppressing free speech; and 
let him cease to imprison the local leaders. 
Let him, for example, allow men like John 
Fitzgibbon of Castlerea—a man univer- 
sally loved and esteemed by all classes 
and creeds in County Roscommon ; a man 
who today possesses the confidence and 
trust of the people, and a man whose in- 
fluence has always been used in restraining 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


He said, speaking of them— | 
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the passions of the people—let him allow 
men of that character to do some use- 
ful work outside of prison instead of 
sending them in as criminals into the 
gaols of Ireland; and if he does that, I 
| believe he will find that the result will 
be that the state of immunity from crime 
|in Ireland which exists will continue to. 
But, on the other hand, if he rejects the 
advice given to him by the representatives 
of the Irish people in this House, if he 
follows the invariable rule and practice 
of all English Governments almost 
without exception, and if he allows 
himself to be guided by this unrespon- 
sible juncta of Irish landlords, I warn 
him he will fail in his policy; he will 
fail to put down boycotting ; he will 
fail in his policy in the West of Ireland ; 
and he will inevitably bring great disorder 
‘upon the country. The Chief Secretary 
has great power, and no one recognises 
that more than I do. He has not 
much power for good, but he has 
sure influence in his position of 
. governing Ireland from Dublin Castle ; 
but he has enormous power of infamy 
and of evil. He may recreate agrarian 
crime, not only in the West but all over 
Ireland. He may be able to present to 
Parliament this day twelve months a 
really disturbed Ireland which he received, 
on his own admission, free from crime 
when he took up office. He may weaken, 
he may perhaps destroy, the power of 
men who desire to restrain political 
passion, and to guide it into channels of 
open peaceful and constitutional agita- 
tion. He may add enormously to the 
power of other men of extreme views 
and more violent methods ; but, Sir, there 
is a limit to his power. Whichever 
course he pursues, there is a limit to 
his power. He cannot by any re- 
pressive legislation make his policy a 
success, or by any repressive measures 
he may adopt, or by any dragooning of 
the people, or by whoiesale imprisonment 
of the people, he cannot succeed in 
making the English Government in Ireland 
one whit more successful or one bit less 
hated than it is at the present moment. 


| 


Amendment proposed, 


“To leave out ‘£19,095,000. and insert 
| § £19,094, 900.’ °—Mr. John Redmond.) 


| Question proposed, “That‘£19,095,000’ 


; Stand part of the Resolution.” 
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(6.0.) Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND(Mr. WynpuaM, Dover), rising 
after a pause, said: I gave an oppor- 
tunity, as I thought it my duty to do, to 
hon. Members who might wish totake part 
in the debate; but it appears that hon. 
Members in all parts of the House are 
prepared to hear what I have to say in 
reply to the speech which has just been 
made, and also, in a lesser degree, to the | 
attacks which have previously been | 
made on the Government, and notably | 
the criticism passed on the Government | 
during the Committee stage of this Vote, | 
when I was unfortunately absent. Let | 


me, before I say anything else, express | 
to the hon. Member who opened the | 
debate my appreciation of his reference | 


to the cause of my absence. | 


Supply—Civil 





He was | 
good enough to say that he regretted it 
on public grounds, but he added that | 
he regretted it also on personal grounds. | 
I thank him for that. We are sharply 
divided on many questions relating to 
Ireland, and though I agree with a very 
little of what fell from the hon. Member, 
I cannot accept his account of the 
history of the relations of the two 


countries during the last hundred years ; | 


and when he asks us where is our con- 
sistency and our sense, those are the 


very words in which I have put a similar | 


question to the hon. Member, and in 
which a similar question has been put 
to almost every Irish leader who has 
preceded him—Where is the consistency 
in deliberately inviting coercion and 
then stating that coercion prevents any 
good fruit from being born? Where is 
the consistency in declaring that agita- 
tion, and agitation alone, produces 
remedial measures? It is a matter of 
history that more legislation has been 
passed for Ireland during the lulls in 


this bitter controversy than at moments | 


of crisis and panic. The hon. Member 


says that 1 am being driven by a section : te 
, — y | Ireland since I became Chief Secretary. 


| I have never tried to improve my case 


of the Press into a course of which I 
disapprove. [ have already stated that, 
in so far as] am responsible for the 
Irish Government, I shall defend it in 
this House; and I must respectfully 
repudiate any speculation as to my 
private views on any matters relating to 
Ireland. I am the Minister responsible 


to the House of Commons for the policy 
of the Irish Government and for the 
action or inaction‘of the Irish Executive, 
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and so long as I hold that pesition I 
shall defend what I think capable of 
defence ; and I am to be held personally, 
as well as politically, responsible for all 
that I defend, whether in the matter of 
action or of inaction. 


Now, Sir, the hon. Member declared 
that the situation in Ireland was 
grave, and he went on to say that 
it was not grave because of any preva- 
lence of crime. I do not say the hon. 
Member quibbles with this matter, for 
I wish to avoid any offensive language ; 
but is it not an unhappy play on words 
for one set of men in this House to use 
the word “ crime ” in one sense, knowing 
perfectly well that it is used by every 
one else in another sense? What 
is it we call boycotting? If it is in- 
deed your view that it is no crime to 
overbear the will of people in the 
poorest circumstances, to hamper them in 
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the pursuit of their lawful avocations, to 


cloud their horizon with apprehension, to 
fill their lives with bitterness, and to 
bring them within measurable distance of 
absolute ruin—if it is the opinion of hon. 
Members from Ireland that that is not a 
crime, let us fight openly on that issue. 
What is a crime? A crime is an action 
against which a charge can be brought in 
a Court of Law. It is not a question of 
words, it is a question of fact. If under 
the law of the country such action is 
illegal, and if evidence is forthcoming, 
persons guilty of such action can be con- 
victed, not only in Ireland, but in 
England also. Therefore I deprecate any 
quarrelling over the use of words. Let 
us come to the facts. Are these things 
done in Ireland, and are they legal? I 
say they are done in Ireland and I say 
they are illegal. The hon. Member 
quoted a portion only of the speech I 
made in the debate on the Address. I 
have always endeavoured to be perfectly 
candid in everything I have said about 


or the case of the Government. I think 
there is too much misconception already 
about affairs in Ireland to make it morally 
right for anyone who has a special know 
ledge of the facts not to state the facts as 
accurately as he can. Therefore I have 
always held it to be my duty to say that 
of violent crime against the person or 
| against property in Ireland, there is less 
| now than in any period of which we have 
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record. I have said that because it, is 
true, and the more truth we can import 
into the discussion of Irish affairs the 
sooner we shall arrive at just and 
accurate results. But, speaking on the 
Address, I did pick out two sets of facts 
which I then described as grave. I 
picked out the revival of a state of things 
in the De Freyne and Murphy éstates, 
which, in my opinion, was indistinguish- 
able from the plan of campaign, and I 
picked out another set of facts, namely, 
that one or two or more speakers had often 
come together, apparently deliberately, 
in order to hold up to public execration 
some individual. I stated then quite 
clearly that in my opinion a Government 
would be unworthy of the support of 
this House if it neglected to adopt any 
proper course likely to succeed in order 
to protect such people from such annoy- 
ance, which is often far more than annoy- 
ance, and attended with graver circum- 
stances. I stated those views then, and 
I adhere to those views now. ‘The hon. 
Member’s speech, after all, if he will 
allow me to say so, shaded off into the 
repetition of a great many speeches with 
which we have been familiar in this 
House. The echoes of 1887, 1888, 1889, 
and 1890 rang again in my ears. In those 
years such speeches were very familiar. I 
remember occasions when I have stood 
on the platform with the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, and heard him de- 
nounce this boycotting. 


Supply—Civil 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
I beg to say that when this matter was 
before the Committee the other night I 
made a strenuous protest against boy- 
cotting, and declared that I would support 
the Government in almost anything to 
put it down. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not making 
an attack on the hon. Member. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I am sure you 
are not. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am glad to find 
that in the hon. Member’s opinion there 
are now in Ireland persons whose cases 
do demand the zealous care and protec- 
tion of the Government. That care and 
that protection shall be extended to them. 
I was saying that many of the speeches 
delivered the other night seemed to me to 
be mere echoes of others. There is anew 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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| generation of Members in this House.— 
|A NATIONALIST MEMBER: And with the 
same thick heads]|—but I may tell them 
that the charges now preferred against 
the Irish Government are conventional 
charges. Action is deliberately taken in 
Ireland, as I said a moment ago, in order 
to oblige the Government to send extra 
police into a district. The hon. Member 
tor Cork City has said that the best way 
in which you can hamper the Government 
and render their task difficult is to force 
them to send down a number of police in 
order to protect persons in certain districts. 
in Ireland. So that is the way in which 
the police are brought upon the scene. 
It is a deliberate mechanical contrivance 
in order to force this question on the 
public attention. The police, being on 
the scene, are charged with brutality. 
The first conventional charge is the 
brutality of the police. The next, which 
has not been urged tonight, but has been 
urged, and will be urged again, is the 
'servility of the resident magistrates to 
tthe Government. The third conventional 
charge is that the Government is forced 
to resort to exceptional legislation, and 
| by so doing provokes further exasperation. 
| Now these are the three notes in the 
chords of this old tune with which we 
}are so familiar, but I shall not inflict on 
the House a detailed reply to the 
| particular incidents which have been 
urged in their support, at any rate, not 
at great length. 

| Let me take the first conventional 
charge—that the police are brutal. It 
/was said that not long ago, at Lough- 
glynn, they drew their batons and 
charged the crowd in a perfectly unneces- 
sary manner. Whenever such charges 
are made the Irish Government of the day 
at once makes a most careful investigation 
| [Nationalist laughter], and is informed 
| from official sources that nothing of the 
kind took place. [Renewed Nationalist 
| laughter.| I almost courted that repudia- 
| tion. It almost invariably comes,. 
_ prompted by the very same motives which 
lead hon. Members to prefer the charge. 
| Therefore the Government is not content 
to rely only on official information. 
_ They generally refer to some perfectly im- 
partial witness, and what they want is 
almost always to be found in the Nation- 
| alist newspaper published in the locality. 
[In this particular case I looked the inci- 
dent up in a Nationalist newspaper which 
_is edited by an hon. Gentleman belonging 
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to the Nationalist Party, whose impar- | 
tiality is proved by the fact that he is 
now under sentence of imprisonment, and 
I found it there stated that on this occa- 
sion the police did not draw their batons | 
at all. The charge is always made and | 
the official defence is scouted, and then | 
we bring in the testimony of an impartial | 
witness. I pass now to the charge of the | 
servility of the resident magistrates. The | 
hon. Member for South Tyrone argued | 
that everybody who took a part in plat-| 
form defence during the years I have 
mentioned was familiar with this con- 
ventional charge, and with the hackneyed 
but adequate answer. During the whole | 
of the five years from 1887 to 1891, | 
when coercion was in full swing all over 
Ireland, the percentage of acquittals by 
resident magistrates was higher than the 
percentage of acquittals by juries. They 
may be right or they may be wrong, but 
when they convicted and when they did 
not it was quite clear they were not the 
mere puppets of the Irish Executive, who 
dictated to them the verdicts they were 
to give. That is the old charge and the 
old argument. It will always be pre- 
ferred, I will take a particular case 
dwelt upon the other evening, to which 
I must ask the hon. Member to allow me 
to refer, although he has not brought it 
up again—the case of the prosecution of 
the woman Normoyle. I must refer to 
that case, because I gather from the re- 
port, and I have also been informed by 
those who were present, that it was 
handled in such an ingenious manner by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo as to 
cause a great deal of derision, even on the 
part of persons who would be the last, I 
am sure, to wish that anyone oppressed 
in Ireland should not find a remedy in a 
Court of Law ; and I read in a newspaper, 
which is urging the Government to be 
very firm and resolute, that they must 
also be particularly careful in the cases 
which they select, and not bring them- 
selves or resident magistrates in Ireland | 
within the reach of such ridicule. 

In the Normoyle case, one of the resi- | 
dent magistrates was not a member of the 
Protestant Ascendency Party, nominated | 
in order to domineer over a people of | 
another race and another religion. He is an | 
Irish Nationalist, Mr. Kelly, appointed by 
the right hon. Member for Montrose 
Burghs when he was Chief Secretary for | 
Ireland. The person who had been sub- | 
jected to oppression was a woman named 
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Mrs. Normoyle, who earned a livelihood 
by selling milk. She was not directly or 
indirectly concerned with any political 
or agrarian issue. She is a common 
country woman, making her own living 
in an honest way. She is subjected to 
gross oppression, and she informs the 
police. She makes a statement which she 
signs. Her son also makes a statement, 
which he signs, to the same effect. The 
persons who, in my opinion, were re- 
sponsible for the oppression from which 


'that woman and her son suffered were 


prosecuted under the Crimes Act for un- 
lawful assembly. Both the aggrieved 
parties go back on the statements they 
have made. Why? Well, the Judge, 


| Mr. Justice Gibson—who held that the 


magistrates had been technically wrong 
in holding these people to bail—said that, 
in his opinion, that could only be due to 
the intimidation which had _ been 
practised upon them. The Judge ex- 
pressed his opinion upon the point 
of law with great diffidence, and 
his colleagues on the Bench differed 
from him. The majority of the 
Court held that the ersons 
who had been accused, but could not 
be convicted of that charge owing to 
the aggrieved parties having gone back 
on their evidence, could properly be 
bound over to keep the peace and to be of 
good behaviour. Why not? If the 
Court was satisfied that they had been 
acting in this manner, and that the 
evidence had broken down because they 
or others had persisted in the same 
reprehensible conduct, why should not 
the Court of Magistrates have given 
directions for binding over the parties 
accused to keep the peace and be of good 
behaviour? I think I have said enough 
to satisfy a good many hon. Members in 


this House that the case is not so trans- 
parent a travesty of justice as some of 


them were perhaps led to believe the other 
night. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §.): Is it a 
fact that the magistrates decided that 
these men were innocent, and that the 
men have now had three months in 
gaol ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
man has given a different version from 
mine. It means the same thing if you 
really look into it. Where the Court 


| finds there is no evidence against the men 
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-aceused, they are discharged, but they are | 
then bound over in their own recognis- | 
‘ances, and I believe that that is a practice | 
for which a parallel can easily be found in 
this country. If a person is found in 
this country under suspicious circum- | 
stances, and there is reason to believe he | 
intended to commit some crime against | 
other persons, he is arrested, and if he is | 
unable to give any satisfactory account of 
his conduct he is frequently bound over 
to keep the peace. 

Now I come to the third conventional | 
charge, namely, that the Government 
has had a wanton and _ unnecessary 
recourse to exceptional powers. The 
hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford, who opened this debate, made a point 
that we had interfered with the right of 
public meeting; that at Kilmaine and 
other places the police had interfered 
with the right of public meeting. I think 
that is a serious charge, which ought to 
be met. I will quote the words of Chief 
Baron Palles— 


‘* There is a constitutional right for people in 
this country to meet in a peaceful and lawful 
manner in a place where the occupier consents 
to such meeting for the purpose of stating what 
are, or what they may deem to be, their griev- | 
ances, to ask the Legislature to provide | 
remedies for their grievances, and to suggest to 
the Legislature such remedies as they may 
think right, even remedies which others may | 
think wrong and revolutionary.” | 


The Chief Baron went on—- 


‘But the right of public meeting is but a | 
small portion of our law. Many rights exist of | 
a wholly ditferent nature—first, the great right | 
that the peace shall be kept, or, in the language | 
of the old common law, that the King’s subjects | 
shall live in the King’s peace. Another right, 
as well as that of public meeting, is the right of | 
personal liberty.” 


Supply—Cwil 





And he cited another great authority, Lord 
Bramwell. In 1867, when dealing with 
disturbances in some of our manufactur- 
ing districts of a somewhat aggravated | 
character, with a state of affairs not 
utterly unlike the state of affairs which 
occurs in parts of Ireland, Lord Bram- 
well used these words— 

“There is no right in our country so sacred as 
the right of personal liberty. But that liberty 
is not the liberty of the body only, it is the 
liberty of the mind and will. That liberty of 
a man’s mind and will to say how he should | 
bestow himself, his means, his talent, and his 
industry—is as much the subject of the law’s | 
protection as is that of his body.” 
When a body of men is gathered to- | 
gether to interfere with the liberty of | 
some individual, if these persons so 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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| support me ; 





Service Estimates. 


1320 


gathered together deliberately advise 
a course which will interfere with his 
liberty and with his means of subsistence, 


| that undoubtedly in point of law con- 


stitutes such a meeting an unlawful 
assembly. Well, then, the police, if 
they reasonably hold that such is the 
case —[Interruption.] May I resume 
my argument? It is somewhat a 


‘technical argument, but I take up that 
| argument. 
| directing the police to do this or that 


We are often accused of 


An officer 
in charge of a police force is bound to 
form a reasonable view as to whether 
such a meeting is an unlawful assembly ; 


|and if in the course of such a meeting 


any act is performed, or words spoken, 
which convinces a man of reasonable 
intelligence and firm mind that such 
courses are being advocated that the 
meeting becomes an unlawful assembly, 
it is the duty of any police officer to 
stop a crime being committed. Now I 


| will take the Kilmaine case. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman give 
authority for that proposition ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Do you mean a 
legal authority ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: You will find the 
whole of that, if not explicitly, at all 
events implicitly, conveyed in the 
judgment of Chief Baron Palles. I 
have gone carefully into this questions 
There are many lawyers in this House, 
and I do not know whether they will 
but we have been advised, 
and I myself believe, that an assembly 
becomes illegal if persons go to attend it 
for the purpose of recommending a 
crime. Do not let us go back to the 
question we have already dismissed— 
whether boycotting is a crime or not. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What I asked 
the right hon. Gentleman was whether 
he has any authority for the proposition 
that the tribunal to decide on the 
question is a police officer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: He does not 
deside the question of guilt at all, He 
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does it at his peril. But if he, asa 
reasonable man, believes that a crime is 
about to be committed and that the 
assembly is unlawful, then it is his duty 
to disperse it. If anybody supposes he 
is quite wrong they can bring an action 
to prove it. Now, I would ask the House 
to consider what are the facts and con- 
siderations a man of reasonable intelli- 
gence and firm mind ought to take into 
account. I hold that if in a part of 
Ireland where actual intimidation has been 
practised, where some individual has been 
constantly held up to public execration, a 
mob of people suddenly collects in close 
proximity to his house, and if a speaker 
advances to address that mob who has 
notoriously on two or three occasions 
deliberately held up that same individual 
to public execration, and recommended 
that he should be boycotted, then if I 
were a police officer in charge of a force I 
should come to the conclusion that that 
assembly was an unlawful assembly. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is not the 
Kilmaine case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think it is. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman must be 
confusing it with another case. The 
meeting was allowed by the police, and a 
certain number of speakers made speeches. 
For instance, the hon. Member for East 
Clare made a long speech. But immedi- 
ately the hon. Member for the Division, 
Mr. John O'Donnell, was called upon 
by the Chairman to address the meeting, 
and before he had opened his lips, the 
police constable said, “‘ No, no! You will 
not be allowed to speak,” and the meeting 
was broken up. 


Mr. WYNDHAM.: At Kilmaine there 
resides a person—I shall not name him— 


who has been held up to public execration | 


in that district, and held up to public 
execration on two preceding occasions by 
the hon. Member to whom the hon. and 
learned Member refers. There was no 
proclamation of the meeting, because it 
was a surprise meeting. The occasion of 
a fair was chosen, when there were about 
5,000 people congregated in the town. 
That was the moment seized upon by 
two or three persons seeking to raise an 
agitation, to collect a crowd of 500 and to 
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begin to make speeches. I say that 
created a dangerous situation, with which 
the police on the spot were bound to deal. 
When the hon. Member for East Clare 
got up to speak there was no reason to 


‘suppose that he was going to make an 


attack on this individual whose house was 
in close proximity to the meeting, and 
therefore he was allowed to speak ; so 
careful are the police in Ireland not to 
interfere with the right of public meeting. 
Then the hon. Member who, on two 
previous Sundays, had also surreptitiously 
held surprise meetings on almost the 
same spot, gets up to go through the 
same performance a third time ; and the 
police properly tell him that he must not 
turn the meeting into an unlawful 
assembly. I accept the whole responsi- 
bility for their action, and think that the 
police showed a very wise discrimination 
in this case. 


Now as to surprise meetings. The 
new generation in this House who did 
not hear the old debates are not familiar 
with these things, which in the old days 
were done more openly. There used to be 
great green placards posted by those who 
wished to stir up agitation, clearly stating 
that the object of the meeting was to 
denounce some individual. In that case 
the Government countered with their 
proclamation, to inform His Majesty’s 
faithful lieges that the meeting would in 
all probability turn out to be an unlawful 
assembly. But now we have to deal with 
surprise meetings, when the word is passed 
round over night through the public- 
houses. [Nationalist cries of “Oh!” 
and interruption.} Surely hon. Members 
did not mean to say that the public houses 
are not places where many people are to 
be found in the evening? I do not wish 
to insinuate anything. If you like I will 
say the private houses. As a matter of 
fact, the word is passed round where the 


people are found to congregate together. 


Next day some local agitator, who has on 
previous occasions held unlawful assem- 
blies and denounced people by name, 
starts in one direction with his car, and 
after going a certain number of miles 
whips round and goes in the opposite 
direction. Perhaps two or three others 
do that, and effect a concentration. That 
is a surprise meeting ; and I urge upon 
the House that the very fact that these 
proceedings are surreptitious enhances the 
presumption of their illegality. There is 
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no sacred right inherent in the indi- 
vidual to behave in such a way as to 
arouse a legitimate suspicion that he 
intends to cause an infraction of the 
rights of other people. If he does so, it 
is at his own peril, and the police have 
a right to interfere with him. In this 
country they march him to the police- 
station, and if he can give a good 
account of himself he is discharged ; 
and if not he is bound over to keep 
the peace. 


Supply—Civil 


I hope that I have now justified 
some of the measures of preventive 
justice which the Executive take—the 
dispersal of unlawful assemblies and the 
binding over to keep the peace of 
persons from whom some security may 
be demanded that they do not mean to 
go on oppressing their neighbours. 
Now I go onto the Crimes Act. 


law is necessary, where, for example, 


owing to the deliberately surreptitious | 
character of these unlawful assemblies, 
the police are outwitted, and where | 


there are so many persons assembled 
that it may be imprudent or criminal 
on their part to disperse the meeting. 
Then they must take evidence of what 
has occurred; and if that evidence 
proves that the assembly was, in fact, an 


unlawful assembly, then it is the duty | 


of the Government to prosecute the per- 
sons there for unlawful assembly; and 
if the Government believe honestly that 
no conviction could be obtained hefore a 
jury, then they would show great want 
of courage if they did not prosecute 
under section 2 (3a) of the Criminal Law 
Amendment Act. That is why in many 
cases we have proceeded under that Act. 
Again, when repeated attempts on the 
part of one agitator have proved that he 
has a deliberate design to go on with his 
malpractices, then, also, instead of 
moving on the meeting, I feel that the 
Government have acted quite rightly in 
instituting a prosecution under section 
2 (3a) of the Crimes Act. I do not claim 
any merit from any quarter of the 
House because we have, as a rule, used 
that section of the Crimes Act and not 
others. We use it because it is effective. 
It strikes immediately at the very root 
of the evil—at the assembly which 
advocates injurious courses and advises 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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are times when the use of exceptional | 
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the people to enter into a criminal con- 
spiracy. Are you to wait until the 
people have been drawn into a criminal 
| conspiracy, and then to institute a 
lengthy and doubtful process of law to 
prove it? 





A great many people talk about the 
\Crimes Act without troubling to look 
‘into it, and without examining the 
results which followed from the use 
made of the Act between 1887 and 
|1892. By far the greatest number of 
| convictions obtained during those years 
under the Crimes Act were obtained 
‘under Section 2 (3a) for unlawful 
‘assembly. They were 42 per cent. 
The convictions under Section 2 (3a) 
for intimidation were only 12 per cent., 
for conspiracy only 10 per cent., and 
under the section which authorises pro- 
secution of persons for belonging to a 
dangerous association only 2 per cent. 
Therefore I am not entitled to any 
laudation from any quarter for defending 
the use of Section 2 (3a). We use it 
because we think it effective and adequate 
for the purpose we wish to achieve. If 
you look into the results under the 
Coercion Act in old days, you will see 
all the features of Irish agitation reflected. 
\It shows what happened, because the 
bulk of the convictions were obtained 
for resisting bailiffs and obtaining 
\forcible possession. The fact is that 
agitation, after some months of vague 
‘talking, like the moaning of the wind 
before the storm, always bursts upon 
some particular spot in Ireland, and the 
fight, as it is called—though I do not 
think the word can be properly applied 
‘to what reflects so little dignity on any 
‘one concerned—rages round one estate 
or one holding, which rapidly becomes 
historical, because the person’s name be- 
comes known from one end of the 
country to the other. The whole trouble 
is wrought there, and it is there that the 
Government find that exceptional law 
can be used with effect. The offenders 
who bring this state of things to pass 
are brought to justice, but the devastation 
which they have wrought remains. It is a 
poor satisfaction to those who study Ire- 
land, and who wish to see an end of these 
‘fights that thirty or forty persons have 
been put into gaol for starting a plan of 
campaign if they know that 2,000 or 3,000 
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persons have been turned out of their 
holdings and left for years unprovided 
for. 

In passing from the accusation that 
we have wantonly taken up coercion, I 
have a word to say. In view of certain 
statements published a short time ago, 
I wish to say that the Lord Lieutenant 
of Treland has cordially co-operated with 
me in the desire to strengthen the arm 
of the law wherever and whenever that is 
necessary. Since my noble friend is 
precluded from making his position 
known, I feel it desirable to bear witness 
to that fact. I would ask my hon. friends 
also to believe—though I do not suppose 
they doubt it—that I am as sincere and 
earnest as any man can be in my deter 
mination to protect the liberties of our 
fellow subjects in Ireland. So long as 
they are prepared to support me, I shall 
advise, explain, and defend in this House 
the course which, month after month, the 
Government may think desirable to effect 
that object on which all our hearts are 
set. It may be, and it sometimes is, that 
their opinion, formed on the information 
which reaches them—and some of which 
I beg them to believe is inaccurate—will 
differ from the opinion formed on the 
fuller information which reaches the Irish 
Government. I shall regret any such 
difference of opinion, but as long as I 
retain their confidence I shali do my best 
to secure the full and rapid realisation of 
the object which we all have at heart. 
In the light of a study of Irish facts on 
my part, which I know to be careful, and 
which I hope to be accurate, I pass to an 
atmosphere of misrepresentation, or, at 
any rate, of misconception, which clouds 
all our discussions of Lrish lawlessness and 
grievance. 

It is always asserted that if we 
would attend to the material grievances 
of Ireland, there would be no agitation 
and no disturbance. The hon. Member 
for East Mayo put that statement forward 
in the most explicit manner. He persuades 
himself, by a process of reasoning which 
I cannot follow, that the agitation in 
Ireland is due to some remissness on the 
part of the Government. 
ber for Waterford said that if the Govern- 
ment had brought in another Land Bill, 
or had brought it in sooner, or had an- 
nounced an intention of dealing with the 
De Freyne estate, all this misery would 
have been spared. 


Supply—Civil 
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The hon. Mem- | 


But even in Ireland | 
the effect does not precede the cause ; and | 
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| I can prove to the House that the order 
| of events is not what was suggested. I 
| suppose that Ireland was never more peace- 
ful than in the years 1895 and 1896. Was 
the Government remiss on that account? 
There was the Land Act of 1896, which 
conferred great powers on the Congested 
Districts Board. The Local Government 
Act passed in 1898 was, in my opinion, 
by far the most important measure passed 
for Ireland in the last fifty years. It 
amounted to a social revolution. It took 
the power in local affairs out of the hands 
of one class and put it in the hands of 
another class. There is no revolution, 
even a peaceful revolution, which does 
not bring some evil in its train, and [| 
deplore that Ireland has for the time lost 
the services of many brave, wise, and 
public-spirited men who were prepared to 
give their services to the country. But 
that was a great measure, passed in a time 
of profound peace, and so was the institu- 
tion of the new Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction. At any rate, 
that rule of agitation in Ireland is not 
due to our callous disregard of grievances. 
In 1895 the hon. Member for the city of 
Cork, who was responsible for starting a 
great deal of this trouble, pointed out 
that there was not a mouse stirring from 

one end of the country to the other. 
I come now to the particular charge 
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that the Congested Districts Board 
had done practically nothing until 
the agitation began. It has _ been 
said that the Congested Districts 


Board were instituted in 1891, but did 
nothing until the agitation began. Why, 
their power to do anything of practical 
utility was not conferred upon them until 
the Land Act of 1896, and as soon as 
they got that power they used it—two 
years before this agitation was heard of. 
And then again, to prove my case, I come 
down to the De Freyne estate, which has 
always been mentioned, and was men- 
tioned again by the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone the other night. It has 
been said that if the Government had 
held out some hope to the people on the 
De Freyne estate, there would have been 
no agitation. No man can charge the 
present Government, or, indeed, the pre- 
ceding Administration of Lord Salisbury, 
that they shut their eyes to the economic 
evils in the West of Ireland. It is said 
that we have held out no hope. We 
have done more than talk; we have 
acted. Did we hold out no hope in the 
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debate on the last Address, when I went | 
out of my way to deal with the economic 
situation on the estate, and to express 
my sympathy with the tenants, and to 
indicate that, in my opinion, it was the | 
duty of a Government to do what they 
could to remedy these economic blemishes? 
That was not all. During last year we 
passed two Land Acts, one which 
doubled the credit available forthe pur- 
pose of remedying these blots in Ireland, 
and another Act conferring on the Con- 
gested Districts Board powers mechani- 
cally necessary for the carrying out of 
further operations. We are charged 
with creating this trouble because we 
bought the Dillon estate and did not buy 
the De Freyne or some other estate. 
The purchase of the Dillon estate exceeded 
the credit available for the purpose in 
the county of Mayo, but what did I do? 
I got an Act which doubled it last year, 
before this agitation on the De Freyne 
estate was heard of. On the Dillon estate 
we found by experience that you could 
not better the position of the people unless 
you had more powers. How could we 
have taken up another estate when our 
hands were paralysed because we had not 
the necessary powers? As I say, those 
two steps were taken last year. We 
brought in last year, in a session in 
which it was not easy to pass legislation, 
a measure involving a more extensive 
use of Imperial credit at a time when the 
borrowing powers of the Treasury were 
less than in any previous period for a 
long time past. That was the action of 
the Unionist Government last summer, 
and when there was not a whisper of 
agitation on the De Freyne estate. You 
do not hear anything suggested until the 
month of September. Then the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork City threw out a suggestion 
—not that the De Freyne tenants should 
strike for a rent equal to the purchase 
instalments on the Dillon estate, but 
apparently that the tenants throughout 
Ireland should strike for a reduction 
equal to the purchase instalments, a 
policy which I look upon as insane. 
This has done more than anything else | 
to paralyse the Government’s intention | 
to expand purchase and to arouse hostility | 
against the system of voluntary purchase. 
Men who are writing on Irish affairs, who 
were then in favour of this policy, now | 
declare that the purchase scheme of the 
Leader of the House and the successive 
action in a similar direction are, in view 


Mr, Wyndham 
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of these disturbances, a little doubtful 
in their wisdom. I am wedded, and 
have always been wedded, to that policy ; 
and I have proved that the trouble on 
the De Freyne estate was gratuitously 
and unreasonably provoked, not because 
the Government had refused to do 
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anything, but months after the Govern- 


ment had taken the necessary steps. 
The policy of the Government in the 
matter of land purchase, and more par- 
ticularly in the matter of weaning the 
West of Ireland from these grave 
economical blemishes, is arrested by 
agitation. 

I wish that hon. Members from 
Ireland would try to realise how 
inconsequent their action appears to us 
in this matter. Surely they must feel 
that when a Minister brought in two 
Acts last year, and is pledged to bring 
in another Act immediately, it is un- 
reasonable to condone in any way an 
agitation on the De Freyne estate, 
which can only arrest that policy and 
paralyse the power of the Executive. 
When this question comes up, we are 
told, it is not unnatural that agitation 
should be raised against the representa- 
tives of the old Protestant ascendancy 
party and against men who have cleared 
their estates. But who is the landlord 
selected in thig instance? He is a 
Roman Catholic gentleman, who has 
lived among his tenants, who, like those 
who came before him, has been kind and 
indulgent, who has never cleared his 
property; and because someone els 
does not please the local agitator, forsooth 
such a one is to be hounded down and 
subjected to financial ruin. I will 
protect any landlord in that position to 
the best of my ability, and I will leave 
no stone unturned to see that no in- 
justice is perpetrated. I regret the 
passion sometimes imported into a 
consideration of this question. It is 
quite grave enough. Take the migratory 
labourers; that is a grave matter. 
But there are only 20,000 of them, 
and 12,000 live in Mayo. I have 
always held, and I hold now, that we 
ought to attack these worst spots in 
Ireland ; and, instead of doctoring the 


| whole country with our physic, we want 
|a surgical operation applied to the part 


which most needs it. That has been 
my view, and it is the sound Tory view ; 
but how unreasonable it is to say that 
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we shall not conduct these operations | 
unless we can conduct them all at the 
same time. We shall proceed with our | 
work as rapidly as we can proceed with 
it. I trust that we shall not be hampered 
by the continuance of agitation ; but 
that work must be postponed for a time 
on any estate where agitation has 
brought illegitimate pressure to bear 
either on the landlord or the Govern- 
ment. These cases, with which we are 
quite as ready to deal as any other, are 
taken out of our hands by the action of 
such an agitation, and they must be left | 
to the healing of time. We shall see 
justice done to the landlords, we will 
defend the just rights of owners of such 
estates, and bring to justice those 
persons who have misled and coerced | 
the unfortunate peasantry on thse} 
estates ; but we shall deplore the misery 
to which the peasantry on those estates 
have been condemned, while hoping that 
they will be relieved at no distant date. 
Such estates must go to the bottom of 
the list. The credit of this Empire is 
vast, but it is limited for the prosecution 
of any service, however important. 
Therefore, it is a matter not only of 
justice, but, in my opinion, of true 
kindness to the peasants of the West of 
Ireland to lend the assistance of the 
State, first to those who have abandoned 
a barren warfare and seek to regulate 
their dealings on principles of common 
sense, holding to that which they can 
offer and which the other party can 
afford to accept. If that can be done, | 
shall, so long as I retain my present 
office, devote myself to the twofold task 
of repressing lawlessness and removing 
grievances. It is to be hoped that all 
men who have been misled will see the 
futility of their error, so that they may 
again be placed in the category of those 
who can be assisted by the State with- 
out injury to the community. 


Supply—Civil 


(6.55.) Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): The right hon. Gentleman 
was particularly asked by the hon. 
Member for Waterford as to whether 
he himself approved of the renewal of | 
the application of the whole Coercion 
Act to Ireland, in view of the present 
situation, and I was much struck by 
the manner in which he met that 
question. He said heaccepted the full 
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responsibility for whatever was done 
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_by the Irish Government so long as: 


he was Chief Secretary, but he did 
not say whether he approved or dis- 
approved of the extension of this. 
baneful and dangerous system to. 
Ireland in the condition of things in 
which Ireland is at the present time. 
He left us in complete uncertainty 
with regard to the present intentions. 
of the Government in the matter, and 
in even greater uncertainty as to his 
I hope 
it is to be, at all events, accepted that 
the right hon. Gentleman is aware 
that he is playing with fire in his 
to enforce coercion on that 


Now, I wish to make a few observations 
as to the manner in which the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of the charges made. He 
spoke of them as being conventional 
charges; he passed lightly by cases 
of police brutality, as though it were 
enough to say it was one of the con- 
ventional charges made against the 
Irish Government in regard to that 
particular matter. I have been present 
at all the debates this session to which 
he alluded, in which particulars were 
given of brutality and unprovoked 
violence—particulars given by hon. 
Gentlemen who said that they had seen 
it. In one particular case, the hon. 
Member for East Clare, whois a perfectly 
straightforward man, said he was one of 
the witnessers of a scene of brutality 
which he could only describe as sicken- 
ing, on the part of the police. The 
right hon. Gentleman referred to one 
case, and said that in that case the 
police repudiated all responsibility. Of 
course they did. And there he left it, 
without further reference—a case where 
specific allegations were made of brutal 
conduct in batoning the crowd with- 
out any provocation at all. I do not 
think that is the proper way in which 
specific charges ought to be met by 
the Irish Government, and the only 
conclusion I can draw is that the right 
hon. Gentleman has not the proof 
necessary to make a more satisfactory 
explanation. The right hon. Gentleman 
also said another conventional charge was 
made of the autocratic conduct of the 
resident magistrates. 








1331 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Of the servility 
of the resident magistrates. The charge 
was that they gave verdicts at the 
bidding of the Government. 
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Sirk ROBERT REID: The right hon. 
Gentleman seems to think that there is 
no advantage in having independence in 
our judges. He forgets that in this 
country, and I believe alsoin Ireland, the 
independence of the judge and the 
Court which has to try these cases is 
safeguarded by Statute, by which they 
are placed in that position of absolute 
independence which is one of 
greatest triumphs of those who framed 
our constitution. 
Coercion Acts are put into force in Ire- 
land, we have placed upon the Bench to 
try these cases gentlemen, some of whom 
do not pretend to have any legal training 


or experience, who are sometimes military | 


and naval officers, and others without 
any judicial experience or training what- 
ever. Gentlemen who, it is well known, 
are dependent on the Government for 
their promotion and for obtaining their 
positions, are put up to try cases which, 
according to ordinary law, should be 
tried by a judge and jury. If the right 
hon. Gentleman thinks he can dismiss so 
grave a matter as that by speaking of it 
as one of the conventional charges against 
the Government, he misconceives alto- 
gether the seriousness of the state of 
things. 

With regard to the specific cases 
to which the right hon. Gentleman re- 
ferred, one was the Normoyle case, in 
which two people were supposed to be 
aggrieved ; those who had _ boycotted 
them were brought before the resident 
magistrates ; the stat ements made by the 
aggrieved persons to the police were not 
those which they male in court. In 
court they refused to prove their case, and 
they gave no evidence at all that they 
had been in any way ill-treated. The 
consequence was that there was no evi- 
dence against the accused—the right hon. 
Gentleman himself said there was no 
evidence against the accused ; and they 
were acquitted. Now, two things happen- 
ed after that. The first was that the 
people complaining, who had probably 
been forced to come to the court by the 
police, were themselvescommitted forsome 
period of time, believe ashort period ; and 
the second and more serious thing was that 
after these poor persons, the accused, 
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the | 


But whenever these | 
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had been acquitted, the resident 
magistrates demanded that they should 
give bail for good conduct, and in default 
of that bail being given, these persons 
were sent, by the tribunal which had been 
forced to acquit them, to prison, where 
they now are. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that that was constantly occur- 
ring in England. I say that no person 
can bring a case of that kind before us at 
any time, and say that it happened in 
this country. It is a caricature of 
justice. It is absolutely absurd to say 
that such a case could take place in a 
| country governed decently and according 
| to law, as I am happy to say England is. 
Let me now pass to the Kilmaine case. 
|The facts are that two Members of 
Parliament went to address a meeting at 
,a place which seemed to be in rather a 
sulphurous condition; the meeting was 
perfectly quiet and orderly—that was a 
fact the right hon. Gentleman was not 
prepared to deny ; one Member of 
Parliament got up and made a speech, to 
which no exception was taken, and then 
up got the other Member of Parliament, 
who happened to be the Member for the 
Division, but before he couid say a word 
the police tried to stop him. He tried to 
speak, and it is not suggested that he 
said anything of an inflammatory nature, 
_but the police forcibly prevented him, and 
dispersed the crowd, and followed them 
down the road, batonning them in a manner 
described by the hon. Member for East 
Clare as sickening. What had happened 
_ previously ? On two previous occasions the 
Member for that Division had advocated 
the boycotting of a person in the village, a 
most improper and unlawful thing to do, 
and on this occasion, before he could 
speak, the police, with the intuition 
which they possess in Ireland, said he was 
going to do the same thing again, and 
they, not content with dispersing the 
meeting, followed the people down the 
_ street, treating them in this brutal manner. 
These facts have been stated before, and 
the Chief Secretary has not attempted to 
answer them or put forward any excuse 
which could justify the violence used 
towards the people who attended at the 
that meeting. The fact is, when one 
follows these Irish debates—as I did from 
1886 to 1892—one cannot help feeling 
that there is a different sense in the police 
of Ireland to what there is in England ; 
they consider they are at liberty to dis- 
perse meetings on their own authority 
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without their being made responsible. The | peace in Ireland and to keep Ireland 
administration of the police in Ireland is | crimeless, his best method is to put 
entirely different to what it is in this | aside the idea of coercion, to prevent his 
country. Does the policeman who is | police attacking the people or taking upon 
present at a meeting, and who thinks it | themselves to interfere with so-called 
is going to be converted into an unlawful | unlawful assemblies, to dismiss his resident 
assembly, and breaks it up, know that aj| magistrates, and to bring in remedial 
policeman has no more right than a/| legislation. That would, I believe, 
private individual to break up that meet-| afford us a real chance of maintaining 
ing ? peace, although for my part, I am of 
opinion that we shall neverhave permanent 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : But they do it. | peace in Ireland under the system of 
Government which at present exists. 

Sir ROBERT REID: And if it is true 
that a policeman can do it, anybody can| *(7.14.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: 
do it. The right hon. Gentleman’s law |The Chief Secretary for Ireland has 
upon this, if seriously applied, is likely to | stated that he felt it his duty to make a 
lead to trouble. But this is really no | study of Irish facts. That, 1 presume, is 
serious answer in point of law. The} the duty of every Chief Secretary who 
truth is that the practice has been preva-| goes to Ireland But other people have 
lent in Ireland for many years, and the | been engaged in that operation also. The 
police think they are entitled to do any-| right hon. Gentleman stated that the 
thing they like, and they feel confident | speech of the hon. and learned gentleman 
that they will be supported by the author- | the Member for Waterford was practically 
ities at Dublin Castle, no matter what! the same old tune. Ah! but that is the 
violence they may be guilty of. Those | pity of the whole thing. If the Chief 
are the only cases the right hon. Gentle- | Secretary could only see it, it is the most 
man thought proper to deal with. He | painful part of the whole business. It is 
said a little about the land laws, and a| because the old mischief is there, notwith- 
little about the case of the De Freyne | standing everything that has been done, 
estate and the Dillon estate, and I want to | that we are here tonight discussing the 
put one question to him. Never mind Question afresh. But where did the Chief 
what his powers were, I agree if he | Secretary learn that the hon. and learned 
obtained powers he was quite right in| Member for Waterford, was wrong 
using them. What he did was to buy the| when he stated that remedial legisla- 
Dillon estate, and thereby turn a one|tion had always followed agitation in 
sovereign rent into a 13s. 8d. rent. | Ireland? What history has he read? 
Now, if the credit which belongs to the| It is not necessary to go behind 
whole country is employed in that way |the Act of Union. Commence with 
for the purpose of reducing the rent | Catholic emancipation. Was that passed 
on one estate, and all the neighbours | without agitation, or without a tremendous 
round see that though that rent is|str.ggle? Catholic emancipation was 
reduced in that way they have no| passed thirty years after it was promised, 
prospect themselves of getting their|and probably it would not have been 
own rents reduced, it is perfectly | passed for another thirty years had it not 
natural, and the Attorney General | been for O’Connell’s determined agitation. 
for Ireland admitted it the other night, | Take what followed a few years after- 
that they would be _ discontented. | wards, when the tithe system was practic- 
I do not pretend to be a great authority | ally abolished. The tithe system was 
on the Irish land question, although I not abolished until the soil of Ireland had 
have sat for many days on a Committee | been reddened with blood. Take the 
upstairs dealing with the subject ; it is | Church Act. The Church of Ireland was 
a terribly complicated and _ difficult not disestablished until there had been 
question. Nor do I pretend to have |a fierce agitation, not only in Ireland, 
been throughout a friend of this land| but in England. Will the right hon. 
purchase system; in fact, I have on | Gentleman tell me if the Land Bills would 
occasions voted against it. But, having | have passed this House without agitation 
gone so far, it seems to me absolutely |—aye, and agitation of an illegal kind % 
necessary that we must go farther. If} What produced the Land Act of 1870? 
the right hon. Gentleman wants to have ' The Fenian movement. The Act of 188: ? 
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The Land League. The Act of 188714 
The Plan of Campaign. I want to know 
where the Chief Secretary has obtained 
his facts, and what history he has been 
reading. Then he talks about the Local 


Government Act having been passed in a | 


time of lull. Yes, it was passed in a time 
of Home Rule lull, but it was born in a 
time of storm. 
agitation demanding a great deal more than 
local government, this House would never 
have come within sight of the Local Gov- 


ernment Bill. I say that if the Chief Secre- | 


tary reads history truly he will find that 


there is far too’: much truth in the state- | 


ment of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
that this House has always been too slow 
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| angling for the Irish vote. {Ministerial 
jecries of “No!”] I know it for a fact, 
because I was a Liberal candidate at the 
time, and felt the full weight of Lord 
| Salisbury’s action. 


| 
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' $m EDWARD CARSON: And what 
/are you now? 


If it had not been for the | 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I think the 
paid hireling of the Government ought to 
allow me to proceed without interruption. 


Cries of [“ Withdraw.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
| hon. Gentleman must be more courteous in 
his language. 


to move, and that reform has always | 


followed agitation, and, very often, illegal | 


agitation, in Ireland. But I rose mainly 
for the purpose of dealing with the 
position taken up by the right hon. 
Gentleman in regard to the De Freyne 
estate. That is the pivot on which the 
whole case turns, and the House ought to 


make up its mind definitely one way or | 


the other, upon the merits of that case. 
The Chief Secretary has stated plainly 
and clearly that there is no crime of the 
ordinary character in Ireland. I think he 
put it quite clearly, or rather, he admitted 
the position taken up by the hon. and 
learned gentleman the Member for Water- 
ford. He admits also that of the old class 
of Agrarian crime there is comparatively 
little. But he says that boycotting pre- 
vails, and he is right. 
there, because I thought he was going to 


pin me down as supporting boycotting. | 


I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
nothing would be further from my mind 
than doing that. (Ironical laughter.) 


I stopped him | 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I was carried 
away—|“ Withdraw.”] I am coming to 
that. 1 was carried away by the action 
of the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
and I hope he will cease from hurling 
these personal remarks at me. [‘ With- 
draw.”| I withdraw unreservedly. 


Sm EDWARD CARSON: I do not 
wish it. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Whether the 
right hon. Gentleman wishes it or not, I 
know my duty to the House, and I do it. 
I withdraw unreservedly, and I desire to 
express my unfeigned regret that, in the 
heat of debate, I was tempted into using 
an expression which I ought not to have 
used. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Will you withdraw to the other side 
of the House ? 
| Mr. T. W. 


RUSSELL: The real 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir | point is this. You can deal, as I said, 


Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) : 


Hear, hear! Not yet. 


| with incitement to boycotting, and you 
are dealing with that. You can deal with 
conspiracy to boycot if you can get the 





*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The right hon. | evidence, and you are trying to get that 
gentleman sneers, but to what does he owe | evidence and are dealing with it. But you 
his position in the House ? I, at all events, | cannot, as Lord Salisbury said, deal with 
have never been paid to put down boy-/| the act of boycotting itself. It is beyond 
cotting, and he never did anything against | the power of the law. If you get some- 
it that he had not been briefed todo. I| thing like a general consent of the 
have fought boycotting, and I have seen | community, it is impossible to deal with it. 
more of it than most Members of this | It is because it has been proved in the 
House, but Lord Salisbury told the real | past that I repeat it here tonight. 
truth when he said it was impossible to| Now let me come to this question of the 
put down boycotting by legislation. Of|De Freyne’ estate. My difficulty in 
course, it has to be remembered that at | agreeing with the Chief Secretary is this, 
that time Lord Salisbury’s party was | he has stated that if they are to have this 


Mr T. W. Russell. 
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terrorism, the Congested Districts Board 
cannot proceed with their work, and he has 
distinctly declared that where this 
terrorism exists the work of the Board 
will cease. I think I am not exaggerating 
the position he has taken up. What is 
the real position ? The Congested Districts 
Board, with a very small capital to work 
upon, has been going on for years pur- 
chasing small estates, enlarging the 
holdings of small occupiers, and conferring 
immense benefits upon a suffering people. 
They have turned Clare Island into some- 
thing like a small paradise, and in other 
cases they have done a great deal of good. 
Owing to the very success they had 
achieved, they were tempted into the 

igantic operation of purchasing the 
Dillon estate with something like 4,000 
occupiers. This was not a case of Lord 
Dillon selling his estate to his tenants. 
If it had been that, an ordinary case 
under the Land Purchase Acts, nobody 
would have had a right to say a word. 
But the Government bought the estate 
from Lord Dillon, and re-sold it to the 
tenants; it therefore became an act of 
State policy. It is all very well to talk 
in this House, but what were these un- 
lettered peasants to think of this transac- 
tion? How did it present itself to them ? 
Here were 4,000 tenants who had had 
£20,000 of arrears wiped out; landlord, 
agent, office, and so on, had all disap- 
peared ; they were to pay to the State in 
the future a terminable annuity of 13s. 4d. 
in the pound, where they had previously 
£1 paid as an everlasting rent. Can it be 
a matter for surprise that the tenants on 
the neighbouring estate, men of the very 
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same class, enduring the very same 
hardships, should demand the same 
terms ? It is not a matter of surprise to 


me. The Attorney General stated the 
other night that he could not deny that 
it was natural. If it was natural, then it 
could have been foreseen. Here was the 
Government taking a step which was 
perfectly certain to produce trouble ; the 
feeling it would arouse was, according to 
their own law _ officer, natural, and 
therefore it should have been foreseen and 
provided against. 

There is no answer to that, and I would 


like to tell the right hon. Gentleman | 


that this feeling is not confined to these 
Western tenants. Not a bit of it. 
This is the feeling which is at the root 
of the whole demand in Ulster for 
compulsory sale. I sometimes wonder 
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| whether the statesman who passed the 
Land Purchase Act of 1885 ever looked 
‘ahead. No doubt it was passed under 
pressure from hon. Members opposite ; 
| that was in 1885, and the Irish Vote in 
‘Great Britain had to be secured, and 
that was one of the terms. Did the 
statesmen of that day ever look forward 
jand ask what would come about when 
100,000 occupying owners had _ been 
created with these enormous privileges 
,and advantages. We have come very 
near to that now. They are paying 30 
per cent. less than judicial tenants are 
paying, with a freehold a few years in 
advance, whereas the judicial tenants 
have no chance of a freehold whatever. 
Can those statesmen have imagined that 
such a state of affairs would be tolerable 
—that these two classes could exist 
together in the same country? The 
inevitable result of such a line of policy 
is that what is seen on the De Freyne 
estate. That feeling is as rampant in 
Ulster as it is in Connaught. The demand 
is simply this: If equal rights 
for all white men is an_ ex- 
cellent policy for South Africa, it 
is an excellent policy for Ireland as well. 
That is the real position of affairs today. 
You have set up this object lesson in the 
very heart of the province of Con- 
naught, in the midst of a poor unlettered 
peasantry ; they cannot judge as we 
judge here the difference between the 
judicial rent and a terminable annuity. 
That is what you have done, and you 
expect peace, and you are sending men to 
_gaol—if they break the law, I am in 
favour of them being sent to gaol— 
but they are telling the tenants that 
this thing has to be fought out, just what 
the agitator has told the Irish people all 
through the history of the last century. 
They are pointing out now, just as pre- 
|vious agitators pointed out, that the 
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| British Government never yielded any- 


thing except under the pressure of 
| agitation. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) : 


| You believe it yourself. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Yes, I believe 
it myself, and why? Simply because I 
am not able to resist the facts of Irish 
history, and the facts that have come 
within my own knowledge since I entered 
this House. I have been conspiring to 
pass Land Bills ever since I have been a 
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Member of Parliament. If the right hon. | 
Gentleman thinks he can carry on these | 
two systems side by side, and at the same | 
time maintain peace in Ireland, I believe 
he is mistaken. I do not object, and I have 
never objected, to the punishment of 
offences against the law of the land. But | 
I say at the same time, whilst you must 
be prepared to deal with these offences, 
whilst you must maintain the peace of 
the country, there is a more excellent 
way, and that is to remove the cause of the 
trouble. Could you have a more excellent 
illustration of what is taking place than 
that afforded by the Dillon estate case ? 
An excellent illustration is offered by the | 
condition of things on the Dillon estate. 
The tenants on the estate in the olden 
days gave all the trouble and were the 
first to give way when the pinch of want 
appeared, and that was the real danger 
point in Connaught and has been ever 
since I knew the Irish Land Question. 
But it is quiet now, there is no trouble 
there, and no boycotting, and you have 
not to keep any police magistrates there. 
Everything is now quiet on that estate and 
why ! Simply because you have removed 
the cause of the trouble. If the removal 
of the cause of the trouble on the Dillon 
estate and Clare Island produces this re- 
sult, am I not right in saying that this is 
a more excellent way? I think you 
should go to the root of the matter and 
give equal rights to all those tenants, and 
get away from the policy of giving rights 
to one and denying them to another. 
Until this is done you cannot reasonably 
expect peace in that country, which has 
never known peace since you have had 
the government of Ireland in your hands. 
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*(7.34.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) 
said he had listened at first with amaze- 
ment, and afterwards with despair, to | 
passages in the speech of the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary. They 
all knew the ability and diligence of the | 
right hon. Gentleman, but nevertheless 
of the commonplaces of Irish history for | 
the last i100 years the right hon. Gentle- 
man had shown himself absolutely 
ignorant that night. The open mind 
was wanting. It was utterly absurd to 
suppose that anybody could study that 
history with an open mind without | 
recognising the melancholy, regrettable, 
and, for Parliament, the humiliating fact | 
that Irish wrongs had not received | 
effective attention until that attention | 


Mr. T W. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 


|administration of the laws. 
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had been stimulated and some remedy 
provoked by means deplorable, but for 
which not the Irish people, but those 
Englishmen who refused to listen to the 
representatives of the country which 
they governed, were responsible. That 
had been the state of the case in the past, 


,and it was because they wished that it 
. should not be the case in the future that 


they were endeavouring to the best of 


their poor ability to impress once again 


upon the majority of this Parliament the 
real condition of the Irish nation as 
illustrated by the land agitation and the 
He asked 
hon. Members from this Island what, 


‘after all, in the ordinary affairs of 
| life, they most prized. 


It was, he sup- 
posed, the supremacy of the law. They 
rejoiced that they were able to boast that 
they lived under the reign of law, and 
they had absolute confidence in the 
administration of justice. And conse- 
quently they were willing assenters to 
and supporters of the administration and 
execution of their laws. That was a 
happy position. He congratulated them 
upon having attained to it, and upon 
being able truthfully to assert it. Now 
there were certain main securities for the 
liberties of the people which obtained 
in time of peace, but they were, per- 
haps, disposed of late years to be a 
little less regardful of them here than he 
himself approved, and this just because 
they had become so absolutely identi- 
fied with the laws under which they lived, 


,and they had attained such a long settled 


and secure confidence in the justice and 
fairness and equal administration of those 
laws. 

He wished to remind the House what 
those main securities were for the sub- 
ject in the administration of the law. 
They were these. First of all, that in any 
question which involved a serious penalty 
there should be precision and clearness in 
the charge formulated against the prisoner 


in the indictment. The next security was 


that the case should be tried as to the 


fact by a fairly empannelled jury of the 


land. The last was that the trial should 
take place under the direction, and so far 
as questions of law were concerned, 


| according to the judgement of a high and 


independent judiciary, independent of the 
Crown and independent of the people, 
holding office during good behaviour with 
a secured salary ; of persons thoroughly 
versed in the law and acting in the 
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sibility that they had accepted to the 
people at large. 
features of the administrative system, and 
they were features to which they were so 


accustomed in this country that they did | 


not, perhaps, always realise their vital 
importance. But what was it, after all, 
that was more necessary than all this to 
the maintenance of that happy state of 
things of which they boasted with 
reference to the law? What was the root 
and foundation of all ; what was that from 


{13 Marcu 1902} 
light of day and under the general respon- | 
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that state of things could be considered 
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| and borne in mind, a little more tolerance, 


Those were the main | 


a little more justice, and a little more 
disposition to recognise the real condition 
of Ireland, might be evinced by the 
majority in this House. 

He had referred to the ordinary securi- 


‘ties for the administration of the law in 


England, and he now wished to apply his 


|statement to that class of transaction 
| which was going on now in Ireland under 


which the system derived its stability and | 
strength? It lay in the making of the | 


laws whose administration he 
sketched. It was that those laws 
which were administered under those 
securities and by those methods were 
laws which they themselves had passed. 
They were laws framed by the representa- 
tives of the people, who had been elected 
by the people, and they represented 
practically and substantially the common- 
sense and general assent of the realm ; 
they were the people’s laws made by 
themselves for themselves. That was the 
main foundation of the law in this 
country. It was upon that basis that the 
reign of law justly rested there. 

But hon. 
that when they came to deal with the 
case of Ireland the whole situation ‘was 
reversed. The very foundation of the 
whole system—first as to the creation, 
next, and consequentially, as to the ad- 
ministration of the laws as applicable to 
this country—was reversed in Ireland. 
Across the channel everything was topsy- 
turvy. In Ireland generally, and speci- | 
ally with regard to this tremendous land | 
question, the laws were framed not with | 
the assent of the Irish people, but con- 
trary to their will; and the laws they 
asked for and insisted upon, the laws | 
which they believed necessary to the life 
of the nation, and which were demanded 
by four-fifths of the Irish representatives in 
Parliament, were demanded in vain acd | 
were repeatedly refused by this Parlia- | 
ment. Therefore, in Ireland it was not 
the reign of law such as the English 
law was for Englishmen, but it was a 
reign of law imposed by Englishmen 
upon Ireland, to which forsooth English- | 
men complained that Irishmen did | 
not give that same willing assent and | 


cheerful support which was given by | 


Englishmen to the laws which they 


had | 


the general clause of the Crimes Act, to 
which the right hon. Gentleman referred 
as the most effective clause, because it 
was applied by that Act all over Ireland 
without a proclamation. That clause had 


thus been made—God help them !—the 


common law of Ireland as to unlawful 
assemblies. Now, the question of unlawful 
assembly was a difficult and complicated 


| question, which demanded for its solution 


sagacity and judgment. 


large legal knowledge, a practical acquaint. 
ance with affairs, and the exercise of 
The decision 


|whether any particular assembly as a 


Members must remember | 


whole was unlawful generally involved 
one or more of numerous, delicate, and 
difficult points—the shadowy line between 
political and seditious action—the subtle 
point of intent—that of overt acts as 
evidence of intent—the application of 





‘former speeches at other places—the 


doubtful result of such a general change 
of intent during a meeting as should 
convert a lawful into an unlawful as- 


/sembly by creating a participation of the 


| intent of a few of their number. 


| proposition he utterly denied. 
/must be composed of a certain number 


mass of the assembly in the unlawful 
There 
was a question as to the evidence by which 
the result was to be ascertained. It had 
been said that this was to be accomplished 
by proof of one speech made by one man 
in the meeting. Statements of law 
had been made and repeated in the 
House in regard to unlawful assembly 
which he altogether repudiated. It was 


suggested the other day, and had been 


repeated that night, that an assembly 
which was lawful up to a_ particular 
moment became unlawful when one 


speaker had spoken, or even when he was 


supposed to be about to speak, something 
which would be an unlawful speech. That 


A meeting 


of persons. Jt was certainly true (and 
that was one of the complications which 
showed the necessity of securing a proper 
independent and competent forum for the 


framed to suit themselves. If happily | administration of the law) that you might 
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find an absolutely lawful assembly made 
unlawful in its progress. 


one or another of the number. It might 
turn out that ten or fifteen men might 
come to a perfectly lawful meeting with 


intent to promote something unlawful. | 
If so, those ten or fifteen were of them- | 
selves an unlawful assembly gathered | 
within the mass of the lawful assembly. | 
did not turn into/ 


But surely that 
criminals the lawful men assembled 
for lawful purposes. It did not turn 
those men who came to a meeting upon 


their lawful business, in pursuance of their | 
rights as supposed free citizens of a free | 


country, into criminals because enough 


men to constitute of themselves an un- | 
lawful assembly had come into their | 


meeting for an unlawful purpose. He 
denied altogether that one man rising in 


a lawful assembly and uttering unlawful | 


sentiments turned that meeting into 
an unlawful assembly. That was a 
monstrous assertion. To produce any 
such result it must be made to appear 
that an unlawful intent, not before 


existent, had been created in the mass by | 


the speech. 


Now consider the difficulty and deli- 


cacy of the questions of fact and law | 


involved. It could hardly be _ over- 
stated. And yet this was the sort of 
business which it was said ought in 
common justice to be disposed of by the 


special jurisdiction made possible by the | 


Crimes Act. There could be very little 
doubt that in the particular case of which 
a return had been laid with the securities 
under the ordinary course of common 


law by indictment, the information would | 


have been held bad. The procedure in 
the case was held to be objectionable by 
every judge; but it was held by the 
majority of the judges not to be so 
objectionable as to be void and fatally 
detective ; and this just because it was a 
summary proceeding. The parties had 
thus not the security which the common 


law gave. Next there was no jury to find 
the facts. That was the second result 
of the summary proceeding. Lastly, 


instead of having two independent judges 
to deal with questions of fact and law, 
there were two resident magistrates. 
Resident magistrates were drawn in largest 
proportion from the ranks of the police. 
As to the rest, they were largely drawn 
from the naval and military ranks, the 


Mr. Blake. 


{COMMONS} 


But not simply | 
by the words, still less by the thoughts of | 
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| only calling which was very sparsely repre- 
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sented being the profession of the law. 
They were thus mainly drawn from 
sources which rendered them in that 
unhappy country suspected of the people. 
They were engaged almost entirely in 
hearing cases supported by police evidence, 
given mayhap by their former comrades. 
They were practically chosen by the 
Executive for the performance of the 
special work in hand. They were in 
close and confidential relations with the 
| Executive. They were dependent on the 
Executive, having no permanent tenure of 
office or of salary; fearful of removal, 
eager to earn promotion, they thus felt 
that they ought to pay, and, feeling that 
they ought, they did pay altogether 
undue deference to the Executive. He 
asked what English Members would think 
if one of the judges of this country, dealing 
with a case involving to a large extent 
the liberty, fame and fortunes of an 
individual, and creating great public 
excitement, were to defer to the judgment 
which was expressed as to the law of the 
case by the Attorney General, or the 
political officer in charge of the case. 
And they must remeniber that Irish 
law officers were not as English 
law officers. Would they not consider 
that it was the duty of the judge 
to decide for himself what was the law, 
-and not to defer to the views of the 
| Attorney General in the matter? Would 
they not be shocked at the suggestion 
that the opinions of the prosecuting 
Counsel should be deferred too. But 
that was in melancholy truth, the posi- 
tion which these inferior and dependent 
persons occupied in relation to the 
Attorney General of Ireland. He would 
prove that by referring the House to 
the view expressed by the Chief Baron 
with reference to this very point. The 
| Chief Baron said— 


‘*T wish to say, that even if my view of the 
law were the one that was to prevail, I think 
that, having regard to the circumstances of the 
case, it is impossible to say that it was not 
fairly open to the justices to adopt the course 
| they did. They had there a learned counsel 
representing the Attorney General, who is vo 
be taken as acting under his immediate 
direction. He insisted, with all the weight of 
the position of the high official he : epresented, 
that the justices had jurisdiction. They yielded 
to his insistence, not absolutely, but subj-ct to 
the safeguard to which the defendants were 
entitled—and which, of course, it was eminently 
part of their duty to afford them—of stating a 
case for this Court.” 
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That was what the learned judge said 
was the proper relation of those ex- 
officers and ex-policemen to the Attorney 
General. What stronger proof can be 
asked of their superiority and their in- 
competency ? But, in the opinion of the 
learned judge, even the reflected light, 
the transfused wisdom of the Attorney 
General descending through the learned 
counsel who represented him, and who 
was taken to be acting under his immedi- 
ate direction, was to be adequate, and 
his insistence was to be deferred to by 
the justices who tried the case. Ina 
word the conditions insisted on in England 
for the impartial administration of justice 
were frequently violated in Ireland. That 
was the way in which the law was ad- 
ministered in Ireland. 

And let the House mark that within 
certain limits there was no right of appeal, 
while there was no obligation to state a 
case. If the justices limited the penalty 
to within a month, there was no appeal, 
and of course they need not state a 
case ; they were not only the first judges, 
but the last. What were the excuses ? 
It was said that a jury was not of much 
consequence, and that two ex-constables 
were adequate to try and condemn a 
man, because the maximum penalty was 
so short ; they could not give a higher 
sentence than six months. Try six months 
in the second class in an Irish goal and 
you will think it long enough! But 
a device not merely existed, but was being 
generally practised, which enabled them, 
substantially without appeal, to turn even 
one month into six months or nine or 
twelve months, or possibly even more 
—the device, namely, of holding to 
bail for good behaviour. Not merely 
was this occasionally the case, but it had 
now become a general rule, so far as he 
could see from the late prosecutions, that 
whether they were obliged to acquit, -or 
found it possible to convict, they added 
what was practically a further penalty 
under the provisions for holding to bail 
for good behaviour. The Chief Secretary, 
indeed, had stated that the percentage of 
acquittals by resident magistrates was 
higher than the percentage of acquittals 


Supply—Civil 


by juries when coercion was formerly in | 
But this was a very shallow | 


full swing. 
thing. 1t should be remembered that 
these were not English juries chosen 
according to the law of this land. These 
were packed juries, or arranged of one 
completion. The Executive packed the 
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juries, and got more convictions out of 
them than out of the packed resident 
magistrates. And this is the defence of 
the Resident Magistrates! Now the 
practice of holding to bail was under 
ancient law lawful, but a great many 
things were lawful which were the height 
of injustice. It was said that this step 
was not punitive, but only to prevent 
possible or apprehended breaches of the 
law. That was the legal view, and he 
was not going to discuss it. They were 
told that therefore it was not to be 
regarded as punishment ; but if that was 
the legal view, it was one of those things 
which common sense said was not the 
practical or real view at all. And let 
them observe how injustice intensifies 
itself. It was held that, since this is not 
a punitive step, no charge is needed, no 
defence allowable and, of course, there is 
practically no recourse. All this revolts 
one. Dealing with this particular branch 
of jurisdiction in the case of the late Dr. 
Tanner, Chief Baron Palles said—- 

‘* Although in my own opinion holding to 
bail for good behaviour is punishment—grave 
and serious punishment—the law [that was 
this old law made statutory by Edward IIL, 
brought into active life in Ireland today} 
does not reyard it as such. It has never been 
regarded as such since the time of Edward ITI. ; 
and if you want it to be regarded as punish- 
ment, to make that which every man of common 
sense knows is punishment dealt with as pun 
ishment by our law, you must do it by an act 
of Parliament.” 

But the Parliament of Edward VII. 
has no time or inclination to redress this 
judicially condemned injustice. Again 
the Chief Baron say— 

‘‘T regret extremely that the law is so. 1 
regretted being obliged in Harken’s case to hold 
that that was not punishment in the view of 
the law which I knew and felt was punishment, 
and would operate as punishment ; but I repeat 
what I have already said so often, tnat I 
find such is the law; and if this, which I 
venture to say is an anomaly of our law, is 
to cease to exist, it must be by the act of 
legislature, and not by the act of this court.” 


There was the verdict of a great 
judge on the real nature of this sentence. 
Not even by ordinary tribunals with 
ordinary securities for indifference, but 
that was the sort of punishment which 
was being exercised day by day in Ireland 
by the removable magistrates, who were 
dealing with questions of “unlawful 
assembly,’ and who were tagging on sen- 
tences more or less severe by holding to 
bail for good behaviour without charge 
or evidence for the defence. They were 
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practically, instead of leaving in disuse, | since then the people of this country 
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using this engine of oppression more | had really governed themselves. But 
vigorously than ever. He maintained the same state of things did not exist 
that if these two men, sitting under the|in Ireland. What was happening there 
special jurisdiction conferred by the) today? It was said, forsooth, that it was 
Crimes Act, were to be permitted, nay, the right, and even the duty of a con- 
to be encouraged, by the Attorney | stable the moment he fancied, from look- 
General, to whom they had to defer, ing at a speaker, or from having read a 
and by the Chief Secretary, under report of something he had said some 
whom they were to proceed in that other where and at some other time, to 
way, then they were really extending! give him no room for repentance—he 
the Coercion Act and inflicting a penalty | must not assume that the orator would 
beyond that which the Act prescribed. | ever become more moderate—that it 
They gave a man a month under the! was the constable’s duty at once to 
Crimes Act—No appeal! and more, hail the speaker from the platform, drag 
months under the bail law—No appeal!) him away, and refuse him liberty of 
If there was to be any inspiration | speech. And this view was acted on at 
to those who were to administer | Kilmaine and against the member who 
the law, if there was any suggestion Wanted to speak to his people! But 
to be made to the “ removables,” he | more—though this be bad enough—far 





should like the suggestion to be made, | 


not secretly from the Castle to the men | 
on the Bench, but made publicly and | 
openly in the House of Commons, to the | 
effect that in exercising their special juris~ | 
diction they were to keep within the 
limits of the Act, and to do no more than 
the Act prescribed. The questions of 
holding to bail for good behaviour should 
be decided by another Bench, and under 
the ordinary law of the land, and should 


not be touched under the special juris- | 


diction. 

Now again who could doubt that these 
questions merged largely into questions 
of politics, and that it was frequently 
impossible to draw the line? Who could 
doubt that these antiquated laws and 
this arbitrary jurisdiction were often 
really directed today against political 
action? There was a period when that 
was the case in this country. It was im- 
possible to say that there was not violent 
and law-breaking agitation in this country 
before there was a real representation of 
the people. But it had ceased since the 
Reform Act of 1832. Before the passing 
of that Act, payment of taxes was refused, 
and men assembled in Birmingham by 
hundreds and thousands to march on 
London. The Reform Act was passed 
under a pressure which in Ireland would 
be considered so unlawful that ten 
Coercion Acts would be necessary to put 
itdown. It was not put down for long. 
It soon prevailed. Further ag tation be- 
came unnecessary here, because effect 





had been given to the people's will, and 
Mr. Biake, 


more! The circumstance that the Mem- 
ber tried to speak, even though through 
unlawful force he had failed to address the 
assembly was of itself sufficient to turn the 
meeting into an unlawful assembly to be 
broken up by brutal violence. Was ever 
in the world a more outrageous travesty 
of justice suggested ? He declared that 
it was hardly credible even of Ireland. 
And more must be heard of the Kilmaine 
case. Rules of police conduct were laid 
down that night. If the police were not 
in sufficient force to break up a meeting, 
they were to assume an attitude of 
observation, to take notes, and afterwards 
prosecute for unlawful assembly. If they 
were in force, their duty was to use the 
baton and break up the meeting. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that a 
constable who did this was liable to an 
action, but how was the offender to be 
fixed upon for the purposes of an action ? 
How was the man knocked down and 
kicked on the ground by four brutes from 
whom he was trying to escape to identify 
them? And if, in the circumstances of 
Kilmaine stated by his hon. friend the 
Member for Clare, these unhappy peasants 
found their man, the representatives of 
the Attorney General would come down 
from Dublin to defend the officers. 
Such was the state of Ireland. 


What was the general result of all this ? 
How did it affect this House? He agreed 
that things were sometimes said against 
the law and were reprehensible, but what 
was the general result on the administra- 
tion of justice and on the whole country ? 
They saw hon. Members committed to 
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gaol for attempting to address their | 
own constituents, and given sentences | 
which kept them in their cells for twenty- | 
two out of twenty-four hours, which | 
allowed them practically no visits and no | 
right to letters or books. They saw these | 
men leave this House with the regard and | 
regrets of their comrades, and when they | 
came back, they sat in the House on equal | 
terms with all other Members; for all knew | 
that they had no stigma of real 
crime upon them. They suffered no degra- 
dation. Dare anyone propose the expul- | 
sion of these convicted criminals? But 
there was degradation elsewhere. The. 
degradation was to be found in the | 
fact that the Government and Parlia | 
ment did not realize their respon- | 
sibilities, and redress the terrible 
evils which existed in Ireland, and from | 
which all those outrages flowed. It 
was to be found in the fact that the 
House of Commons allowed itself to be 
made an instrument and an accomplice of 
tyranny, by allowing the abuse, by not 
assisting on the disuse and abrogation of 
the laws from which these evils sprung, 
by adopting force instead of redress as its 
Irish policy. But the House had at any 
rate the grace not to estrange or boycot 
or expel the men who had been gaoled | 
for asserting rights for which in days of 
need English members had themselves 
been proud to suffer. As aman who had | 
lived his life in an atmosphere saturated 
with the doctrines of English freedom, 
he felt all the more strongly the degra- | 
dation involved in those proceedings in 
Ireland. Even in England he had seen 
in late days an impairment of the right 
of free speech deeply to be deplored. 
There were sometimes things said in 
Ireland which he might regret, but that | 
was no reason why the main foundation | 
of the British liberties should be cut away. | 
Free speech was a jewel, and he held that 
the circumstances of Ireland were such as 
ought to make this country very tolerant 
and very lenient as to language em- 
ployed by a long-suffering people, very 
careful before exceptional laws were 
brought into force. If English Members 
could only realise the dreadful conditions 
in which the poorer classes in Ireland lived, 
they would be amazed—not at the 
occasional agitation and breaches of the 
law, but at the extraordinary patience and 
endurance of the people, and he was sure 
they would not be so inhuman as to refuse 
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| condition of 


attention to their political affairs. 
| was too great a disposition to devote one- 





amendment of their most unhappy lot. 
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What he had felt for a long time was that 
Englishmen, responsible for the govern- 
ment of Ireland, must find it very difficult 
to reconcile to their consciences their 
indifference to the real grievances of the 
Irish people. How many English states- 
men apart from those actually for the 
moment Irish Ministers, but yet respon- 
sible for the government of Ireland 
had ever visited it in any real sense? 
He could not acquit those who undertook 
that responsibility of gross neglect of 
duty. They saw the main features 
of the history of the hundred years ; 
they saw the country seething with 
wrong ; they saw the frightful, unprece- 
dented and almost unexampled fact of half 
the population, besides all the natural in- 
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crease, despite all its national aspirations, 


despite its passionate love of home and 
country disappearing ; and yet, although 
living within a paltry sixty miles of the 


country, they did not make it the main 
|study of their lives to find out what 


the conditions were which produced those 
results, and to remove them. No man 
was an Imperial Statesman who did not 
put and keep in the very first place 
the study and redress of the Irish 
situation. Was it in human _ nature 
that there should be a _ constant 
disaffection and dis- 
loyalty among any people who had a toler- 
able existence, a tolerable opportunity of 


‘attending to their own affairs, a tolerable 


condition of prosperity, and some hope for 
the future of the management of their 


| own country. 


It was the 
humanity that 


general condition of 
they paid too little 
There 


self exclusively and selfishly to one’s own 
affairs and too little to public affairs. 
England would be infinitely better off, 
and better governed, if the great oppor- 
tunity which her happy economical and 
social state afforded to all classes to promote 
their own interests did not dull, instead 
of intensifying zeal and interest in public 
affairs. When they found a condition of 
disaffection and disloyalty, such as existed 
in Ireland for a long time, all history and 
experience showed that that condition must 
have a great and substantial cause. Now 
was it not the greatest interest of those 
whom he addressed, of those who insisted 
on maintaining a particular form of 
Government in Ireland to which the 
people objected, who refused to have the 
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right self-government, and who were be far tooslow. The longer they would 
applying remedies which the Irish | take to cure, the more imperative the duty 
Members thought were mere palliatives | to begin. 

at best, was it not their greatest interest | 


and their double duty to remedy those 144 a¢ quit the Government of appalling 


grievances? It was a melancholy cir- | ar . 
cumstance, that even if the Government | responsibility. On the contrary, with 


set about reformation and redress at once, | ogg Pane wr i gothy yt ol he 
and worked diligently at bape Fn ction 


it for a|”. ; , 
long time, their progress must be) existed ‘d Ireland ; he h realised the 
slow at best. They could not change | justice and reason of it; he was utterly 
the face of those watched con-| able to say that it ought not to 
gested districts and other like places | Xt until the causes which created 
by Act of Parliament in a day. They | it were removed. He was there as one 
had left the people without hope ; they | POOF and humble, but most sincere and 
had given them no opportunities for | C@Tmest witness to the necessity of 
thrift ; they had taught them no lessons | TeMoving the causes of that disaffection 
of providence ; because the people had | 2nd of so promoting the blessed day of 
nothing to accumulate, and, therefore, they | reconciliation. He believed that all the 
would have to learn by slow degrees the | courses lately pursued by the Govern- 
virtues of thrift and’ providence. Their | ment were courses which tended to inten- 
means were narrower and their lives  sify their difficulties in Ireland. He would 
baser than could be well conceived. | Suggest to the Government that they 
They could not be said to live ; still less | should take other ground. They, who 
had they a chance to save. Even if land | said non possumus as to self-govern- 
were bought for them and their holdings | ment for Ireland, had an enormously 
were enlarged, unless their power of | added responsibility with reference to the 
alienation were at first restrained, being | condition of the people whom they insisted 
without the training of thrift or provi-| on governing. As he had said,the history of 
dence, the same evils which at present | the century contained hardly an instance 
existed might be reproduced within a/ of even a serious visit from English re- 
generation. What a fatal stain such a/ sponsible Statesmen, save the o'ticials of 
state of things inflict on the reputation | the Irish Government itself, and yet 
of the great and prosperous control-| the country was through the century 
ling Power! What was the position in| seething with discontent. It had often 
England? The people there had learned | occurred to him that the lines of Tenny- 
largely thrift and providence. They were | son were very applicable to those who 
not afraid to encourage a man to buy, | were responsible :— 

because they knew he would not throw | “They Ii : 

ey live and lie reclined 


away his purchase improvidently. In | On the hills like gods together, careless of 


With every desire to be just, he could 





Ireland those unhappy people of the con- | 
gested districts might have to be treated | 
in their new capacity of owners more or. 
less as minors, because their condition 
had been so wretched that they had 
had no opportunity of learning thrift 
or nourishing even the idea of accumu- 
lation, unless by hard work at English 
harvests to save up a few pence to pay 
the landlord or the shop debt. He 
saw the Chief Secretary assenting ; but 
did not he perceive that his assent meant 
two things ; first, the condemnation of 
that past English rule which had suffered 
the creation of such a condition, and next 
the condemnation of that present English 
rule which did not at once and heroically 
set itself to the business of those measures 
of redress whose operation must at best 


Mr. Blake. 





ma kind, 

For they lie beside their nectar— 

But th-y smile, they fin: a music centred 
in a doleful song. 

Steaming up, a lamen:ation and an ancient 
tale of wrong, 

Like a tal+ of little meaning, though the 
words are strong ; 

Chaunted from an ill-used race of men 
that cleave the soil, 

Sow the seed and reap the harvest with 
enduring toil, 

Till they perish. 

Aye, God help them, till they perish!” 

Myriads by famine and its diseases, myriads 

more perish at any rate from Irish soil, 

but rising again in the great Republic, 

the standing obstacle to your dream of 

cordial friendship, implacable till you 

render justice to the old land. God grant 

thatthe ears of Members might at length be 

opened, and that their eyes might perceive 
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the enormous weight of their responsi- | 


bility. If they would not let the people 
govern themselves, which was the only 
radical and effective remedy, they ought, 
at any rate, to do something to redress 
the calamities under which those poor 
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What was the pretence for and the 
cause of this outcry for coercion ? 
What was the case for sending down 
two paid removable magistrates ? What 
was the case which was set up ? 
Simply that an agitation was going on 


creatures groaned. But he agreed with | to endeavour to compel the Government 
his hon. friend the Member for South | to redeem their pledges by the settle- 
Tyrone that by the experience of a/| ment of the Irish Land question. The 
hundred years the people had _ been | one essential feature of the United League 
taught the fateful lesson that the | was that it was a crimeless organisation. 
only way to open those eyes and to} From its central offices, on its platforms, 
quicken those ears was to agitate and | and through its branches the people were 
make English Government difficult in | being warned and told that the great 
Ireland. [8.30.] doctrine of O’Connell against committing 
illegal offences should be observed. That 

(8.58.) Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, | section of the Cabinet which was domi- 
N.) said he found it difficult to follow the nated by the evil influences of the Castle- 
eloquent speech of his hon. and learned | reagh family had been at work to compel 
colleague in the representation of Long- | the right hon. Gentleman to resort to the 
ford, but he ventured to intervene in| Crimes Act of 1887. Supposing that 
order to give what might be called the there was some justification for the state- 
parochial view of the situation, so far as | ment that boycotting did exist, and that 
it affected the national organisation of | people were subjected to social isolation 
Ireland, and the view of the people with | because they had broken the rules of an 
whom resident Members of Parliament | organisation whose object was to obtain 
like himself came into contact. Knowing | a redress of the grievances of the people 
intimately the facts connected with events | living on the land, would the right hon. 
in Roscommon, Leitrim, Longford, Sligo,| Gentleman contend that after all the 
and West Meath, he felt it his duty to | political privileges which had been con- 
ask the Government whether there was | ferred upon the people of this country, 
the slightest shadow of justification for and after all the efforts which had been 
the imposition of the Crimes Act on the| made to teach the people to ventilate 
people of that large district. What had | their grievances in a moderate and con- 
the charges of the judges at the recent | stitutional manner, that the people of Ire- 
Spring Assizes exhibited above all else?) land were not entitled to combine and 
The comparative crimelessness of those | treat asa social blackleg the man who 
counties. | 





The Attorney General shook | broke the rules of their organisation? The 
his head; it was very hard to convince | Member for South Tyrone had identified 
him of the truth of anything. Those | himself with the land reform movement, 
counties were in a state of absolute | and they were told that he had been 
crimelessness. With regard to cases | struck off the list of those who received 
of alleged boycotting, and so far as | the whips of the Tory Party. 

serious crime was concerned, there was 
not a shadow of justification for assizes| Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
being held, for the cases were so small | Perhaps the hon. Member will allow me to 
and paltry that they could have been | state that I have voted for the principle of 
dealt with by the Chairman of quarter | compulsory purchase every time it was 
sessions, and thus expense would have | before this House. I desire also to say 
been saved. Throughout the whole of | that I never asked tointroduce Mr. Woods, 
Ireland there was not one prisoner for and I never promised to do so. 

execution, whereas in this country at a/| 
recent assizes in one county alone there; Mr. J. P. FARRELL said that whether 
were four prisoners under sentence of | the hon. Member made the promise or 
death. The Chief Secretary for Ireland | not was quite a matter of indifference 
knew perfectly well that there was no | to him. 

comparison between the trivial crimes 





committed in Ireland and the horrible 
crimes which had to be investigated in 
this country. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Does the hon. 
Member not accept my statement? The 
hon. Member states that it is a matter of 
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indifference whether I made the promise 
or not. I distinctly state that I made no 
such promise. 
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Mr. J.P. FARRELL said he hadaccepted | 
the hon. Member’sexplanation. There wasno 
justification whatever for the Government 
to impose coercion upon the Irish people. 
Those people who were urging coercion 
had always opposed everything that was 
suggested for the progress and advance- | 
ment for the people of [reland. Whether | 
it was a measure for improving the con- 
ditions of labour, or for giving facilities 
for the purchase of Irish land, they always 
found the small reactionary gang con- 
stantly at the head of those who always 
opposed such proposals. He was very 
sorry to hear the concluding words of the 
Chief Secretary’s speech, for he appeared 
to have been driven from the path he had 
hitherto taken up in regard to land pur- 
chase, in consequence of the agitation got 
up by the landlord ring. The right hon. 
Gentleman had stated that the estate upon 
which there was any trouble in future 
would be put at the bottom of the list. 
The Chief Secretary, with all his abilities 
and all his learning, did not seem to have 
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applied himself thoroughly to the study 
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things which was now complained of. 
The threats of the Chief Secretary from 
time to time that the Government would 
never deal with this question, had been 
falsified by themselves. Just as the 
Government had been forced by the 
onward progress of agitation and 
organisation in Ireland to relinquish the 
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|rusty old method of coercion, so the 
| Nationalists hoped today that the Govern- 


ment would be compelled, by the force 
of circumstances in that country, to 
change the tactics on which they had 
now entered, and to substitute another 
policy for that of coercion and intimida- 
tion. He warned the Government that 
the more they imprisoned Members of 
Parliament, clergy, and local leaders, the 
more they used the weapons of coercion 
and repression, the more determined 
would the people of Ireland be to bring 
this fight for the land to a successful 
conclusion. 


(9.17.) Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 
S.): My right hon. friend the Chief 
Secretary has, I think, given a very con- 
clusive and effective reply to the attacks 
which have been levelled against the 


of this [rish Land question. Had he done | administration in Ireland during the last 
so, he would know that the Irish people | few months. So far as I am concerned, 
had made up their mind to fight for the |that reply would have been more con- 





land in a constitutional manner, and they | 
were prepared to take the risk of the | 
suppression of public meetings, and their 
leaders and Members of Parliament were 
prepared to take the risk of being sent to 
prison. So long as the people of Ireland 
were quiescent, and took to their bosoms 
those landlord representatives who mis- 
represented them so long in the British 
Parliament nothing was ever given to 
Ireland by this Parliament. In regard to 
the Irish Land question, hon. Gentlemen 
and right hon. Gentlemen opposite and 
others occupying official positions in 
Ireland used the word “ never,” and they 





had threatened to put back the settlement 
of the land question because of distur- | 
bances in Ireland; and yet the party | 
opposite, after promising remedial | 
measures, threatened to coerce Ireland 
for twenty years, and to drive Irish | 
discontent beneath the surface. The | 
party opposite introduced this policy | 
of land purchase, which had been | 
applied through the operation of the Con- | 
gested Districts Board, and indirectly | 
this had produced the state of 


Mr. T. L. Corbett. 


vincing as to eventual results if my right 
hon. friend had been able to point out 
that his policy had resulted, in any 
portion of the disturbed districts, in a 
relaxation of intimidation and in the 
restoration of the natural rights, as 
subjects of the Crown, of which they 
have been deprived for so many months. 
My right hon. friend, however, abstained 
—I do not know whether intentionally 
or unintentionally—from giving any 
statistics to the House which would have 
reassured us as to the results of this 
policy. I confess to being somewhat an 
unbeliever in that policy—{A NATIONALIST 
Memeer : “ Hear, hear!’’] but from very 
different motives from those of hon. 
Members opposite-—the policy which is 


|founded on the supposition that the 


common law of the land is sufficient to 
cope with the circumstances of the case 
in these s.ecial areas. It is admitted, I 
think, on all sides of the House that 
this agitation is restricted to certain 
districts in Ireland. The question we 
have to consider is whether those 
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districts are as restricted as they were a | 
year ago, or as they were six, or even | 
three, months ago, and whether in those | 
districts the policy my right hon. friend | 
has adopted, and which is the policy of the | 
Irish Government up to the present mo- | 
ment, has been effectual.in restoringliberty | 
of contract and of action to individuals. | 


My right hon. friend is such an admir- 
able master of the artsof oratory that when 
one listens to him he is almost driven to | 
believe that we are living in the best of 
all worlds, and no doubt tonight many | 
hon. friends of mine sitting on both sides | 
of the House were not only convinced 
that he had madea very adequate defence | 
to the charges brought against the, 
administration, but also that in all pro- | 
bability his administration was being | 
successful in carrying out that which | | 
believe to be the intention of the majority | 
of this House, that the law should be | 
obeyed and respected, and that the liberty | 
of theindividual should'be as untrammeled 
in those districts of Ireland as in any | 
other part of the United Kingdom. [| 
am not going this evening to urge again | 
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but I feel bound to point out what is the | 
position in those districts at the present 
moment, and what has been the effect so | 
far as I can ascertain it,not from informa- 
tion only in my possession, but from | 
more or less official information which | 
has been published. It will be in the | 
recollection of the House that, in the | 
month of June, last year, my right hon. 
friend said that this agitation was 
restricted or confined to small areas | 
which he said could be easily managed | 
In January this year he stated it to be | 
his belief that the United Irish League, if | 
it pursues the present course, would | 
arouse against itself the labourer, the | 
shopkeeper, the professional man, the man | 
of culture, and the man of business, from 
oneend of Ireland to another. The question | 
now is to ascertain how far that belief has 
been realised, and how far the policy of | 
the administration in Ireland by the| 
common law has realised the pro- 
phecy of my right hon. friend. 
first place, I think it is beyond dispute | 
that the area which was somewhat re- 
stricted in the month of June last year, 


and was still restricted in the month of | 


January, has been considerably enlarged. | 


[Nationalist cheers]. I will leave out the | of the United Irish League. 
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adjective and say that it has been en- 
larged. There can be no doubt of that, 
because at the recent assizes Mr. Justice 
Madden pointed out that in the North 
Riding of Tipperary there exists what he 
calls 
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‘* Widespread intimidation,” and ‘‘an or- 
| ganised system of violence and intimidation 
directed against those who were exercising one 
ofthe most ordinary rights of citizenship—the 
right of freedom of contract.” 

A NATIONALIST MEMBER : “ Who told 

im that?”] The hon. gentleman asks 
who told him that. The Judge founded 
this opinion on the Returns which were 
presented to him by the head of the 
constabulary in the county and those who 
were responsible for the peace of the 
North Riding. The view which he took 
of the condition of affairs in the North 
Riding of Tipperary is the view that has 
been expressed by every one of the Judges 
who have gone on assize in the districts 
which in the month of June last were in 
a disturbed condition. They have all 
pointed out that in the counties of Leitrim, 
Roscommon, Clare, and Mayo, the con- 
dition of affairs has not improved, and 


,| that there has been no diminution in the 


League intimidation from which the sub- 
jects of His Majesty are suffering in 
those districts. 

It may be possible that later on 
tonight my right hon. and learned friend 
the Attorney General for{reland will be 
able to point to some conclusive evidence 


| to prove that the policy of the Govern- 
| ment with respect to Ireland has realised 


the hopes which the Chief Secretary 
indulged in last year. I shall be only too 
glad to hear that he is able to point out 
that in those districts there were persons 
| boycotted last year who are no longer 
boycotted, and that there were persons 
| under police protection who are no longer 
under police protection, that the League 
is dying out, and that its branches in 
those various districts are not so numerous 
as they once were. So far as I have been 
able to form any opinion from comparing 
the statistics my right hon. friend gave 
to the House last year with those of 


this year, the reverse is the case. 
I take the condition of the League. 


The Chief Secretary, in January last, said 
that, upon further consideration and with 
a better knowledge of what was going on 
in Ireland, he was of the opinion that 
there were "only seventy effective branches 
But when [ 
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turn to the statistics which have been 
laid before the Judges of Assize, I find 
that in those two counties where matters 
were especially grave and menacing—the 
counties of Leitrim and Sligo—the Judges 
declare, upon official reports presented to 
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them, that there are no less than eighty | 


active branches of the United Irish League. 
[Cries from NATIONALIST MEMBERS: 
“ Why not ?” and “ It is not illegal yet.” | 
Let us contrast these figures which the 
Chief Secretary gave in January as to Leit- 
rim, where he said there were only seven 
branches, with the statements made by 
the Judge of Assize in March. He 
stated, on the authority of the Constabu- 
lary, that there are thirty-three active 
branches in that county. In January the 
Chief Secretary said that, according to 
his information, there were only eight 
active branches of the League in the 
county of Sligo, but, according to the 
going Judge of Assize in March, there are 
no less than forty-seven active branches 
of the League. According to the same 
authority, it is to these branches of the 
League that intimidation, boycotting, and 
the necessity for police protection are en- 
tirely due. 

Let me take another test of the 
policy which has been pursued by the 
Irish Government. In June last year my 
right hon. friend said that there were only 
twenty-five cases of boycotting in the 
whole of Ireland, but according to him 
the number had grown in January this 
year to thirty-five. In January he told us 


that a close examination of all the cases of | 
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Fermanagh, indicating that the sporadic 
action of the League is increasing. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right hon. 
Gentleman refers to the charges of the 
Judges on Assize evidently with approval. 
Will it be in order, Mr. Speaker, to 
refer to them on this side of the House 
with disapproval, or to contradict the 
statements of the Judges ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Citing the state- 
ments of Judges as evidence is in 
order, but it would not be in accordance 
with rule to criticise the conduct of 
Judges on the Bench in a hostile manner 
and attribute animus to them. 


Mr. MACARTNEY said he was ex- 
pressing no opinion at all in regard to the 
charges of the Judges. He was simply 
extracting from these charges certain facts, 
which had been placed before them by 
those who were bound by law to do so, 
relating to the condition of the counties 
in which they were holding Assize. One 
of the arguments of his hon. friend was 
that there had been no crime in Ireland. 
He had never contested that point, and he 
was quite willing to agree with the hon. 
and learned Member for the City of 
Waterford that the United Irish League 
would put down, and probably prevent, 
crime. It might do so so long as they 
were allowed to intimidate the whole of 
Ireland. At the present moment there is 
no crime. No crime was necessary, 
because the mere fact that any one of the 


persons in Ireland who were then boy- | branches of the League spotted a man was 


cotted, showed that only twenty-seven | 


could be attributed to the direct influence 
of the United Irish League. Whether that 


sufficient to induce that man, and a great 
many other people, to give up all opposi- 


| tion to the law of the League, and to 


was a statement which could be received | relinquish all their rights and privileges as 


with absolute credence or not, he would not 


now argue, but in Sligo the Judge of | 
| would have 


Assize represented that there were no less 
than forty-seven persons whose condition 
was entirely attributable to the direct 
action of the United Irish League. In 
county Clare the Judge pointed out with 
great regret that while last year there 
were no cases of boycotting, on the present 
occasion he had to deal with reports of four. 
According to the same authority, it was 
to these branches of the League that 
intimidation, boycotting, and the necessity 
for police protection were due. I will 
further test the policy of the Irish 
Government by statements from the 
charges of Judges at assizes in Clare and 


Mr. Macartney. 





subjects of the Crown. That was his case. 
The cases of boycotting in Tipperary 
been undoubtedly much 
larger but for the fact, as Mr. Justice 
Madden said— 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that Mr. Justice Madden said that he 
distrusted the statistics placed before 
him ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY said he had not 
seen any report of the charge which sup- 
ported the hon. Gentleman. What Mr. 
Justice Madden said was that everybody 
in the North Riding who declined to obey 
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the injunction of the League to give up 
farms in which they had been in possession 
for twenty years would be boy- 
cotted. Therefore on that reading, 
the number of cases of _ boy- 
cotting were much lower than if 
these people had been protected from the 
action of the League. He at once ad 
mitted that, so far as the police court was 
concerned, his right hon. friend had done 
everything he could to enforce the law 
and to give protection to everyone. But 
the “ Police Court policy ” of his right hon. 
friend was not invulnerable. There was 
the case of Lynan who was prosecuted at 
Limerick for using intimidating language. 
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Chief Secretary any facts that should 
satisfy the House of Commons that the 
policy to which the Irish Government 
were adhering had been successful, or 
that there had been anything to justify 
the belief that in the last six months 
the condition of these five or six dis- 
tricts of Ireland was any better than it 
had been. On the contrary, the con- 
viction must be borne into the mind of 
everybody who read the statements of 
the Judges that the condition of things 
was far from improving; that it was far 
worse than it was in June last, and that 
this policy of relying entirely on the 
resources of the Common Law had been 
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On the first occasion the Court was at-|a failure, and must prove a failure in 
tended by two members of the United | the future. Sooner or later his right 
Irish League, and the Court, being divided, | hon. friend the Chief Secretary would 
the case broke down. On the second trial | be driven, after additional misery and 
the accused was heard to say “I see my | suffering had fallen on the loyal inhabi- 
friends on the bench, and I feel certain | tants of those districts, to adopt the 
that I will not be convicted.” That case | only remedy at all equal to coping 
was abandoned. with the difficulties of the situation— 
namely the resources of the Crimes Act. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): | 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman to give | (9.45.) Mr. T. M. HEALY: The 
ee ey hr oe ee Se right hon. Gentleman who has just sat 


made. | down has made a very able speech 


Mr. MACARTNEY said that the words | indeed—a speech so able that I really 
he had quoted from a paper were that “the | C@mnot understand why he should have 
defendant said he saw his friends on the | been excluded from the Admiralty in 
Bench, and he felt certain that he would not | favour of the hon. Member for West 
be convicted,” and the case was adjourned, | Belfast. My recollection is that the 
He asked his right hon. friend what course | hon. Member for W est Belfast used to 
the Government intended to take in cases | make his Conservative speeches as out 
in which the jurisdiction of the Police | of a book. The right hon. Gentleman 
Court had broken down? There was also| makes his out of his head, and so far 
the question of the jurisdiction of the Court | as the Government is concerned, it seems 





of Assize. His right hon. friend admitted | 
that there were eight cases in which there | 
was a failure to convict, and another case 


in which there was a_ verdict of | 
acquittal Was the Crown going to) 


persist in attempts to try these men 
when they had conspicuously failed to | 
obtain convictions for offences in which | 
the Agrarian Question arose? Or were | 
they going to avail themselves of the) 
provisions of the Crimes Act to change | 
the venue? This was an illustration of 
the truth of ‘the opinion of the Lord 
Chief Justice of Ireland more than a 
year ago that, in a very considerable 
area of Ireland, it was hopeless to obtain 
a verdict in any case in which Agrarian 
animosity or disturbance came into the 
facts of the case. Up to the present 





moment, they have not heard from the 


to have got out of the smoke into the 
smother. This debate has taken a very 
curious turn indeed. The Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland came back apparently 
very tired. He did not weary the 
House, but he seemed to be very tired 
of himself, and, so far as I understood 
his speech, he really seemed to say to 
the House that with regard to all this 
business of Ireland, ‘We have heard 
it all before; there is no use at all in 
Irishmen coming here to make state- 
ments. I heard all this in substance 
when I was Private Secretary to Mr. 
Balfour in 1887 ; there is a conventional 
charge made, and I have to make a 
conventional reply. I have no functions 
to discharge. It has been going on since 
the days of Henry II., and it will go 
on, in all probability, to the days of 
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Edward XIX. All you Irishmen are 
really able to do nothing, and I am unable 
to make any reply.” It really reminds me 
of the story of the Norwegian girl who 
sought service in New York. She was 
asked what she could do. Could she 
cook? No. Could she bake? No. 
Could she brew? No. Well, then, what 
could she do? and she said, well, 
she could milk reindeer! And _ it 
appears to me that the functions of the 
Irish Members in this House should be 
confined to that domestic art. We have 
no business to attack the Government, 
because twenty years ago Irish Members 
attacked the Government. We are to have 
no reply from the Chief Secretary, because 
he wrote a letter for the Chief Secre- 
tary in 1887, when he replied to the 
whole of the arguments in advance. 
The real wonder to me is that the 
right hon. Gentleman accepted his office. 
It was such a “conventional” office that, of 
course, a “conventional ” salary wasattached 
to it, and a “conventional” seat in a 
“conventional” Cabinet, all being, as we 
know, absolute and dreary humbug. 
That is the attitude the right hon. Gentle- 
man has taken up with regard to this | 


Irish question, and, in that light and | detested ? 


{COMMONS} 
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in reference to the speech he has made to- 
night. According to him, the Irish Govern- 
ment, and apparently the Irish police- 
men under that Government, have acquired 
a measure of infection unknown in this: 
country ; and apparently his view is that. 
there is something inherent in the Irish 
character which leads them to carry crime 
in a given direction without cause. It is 
adinitted and claimed by the Government 
that in all domestic relations, and in all con- 
tractual relations, except that as regards 
landlord and tenant, in regard to the 
ordinary decency and purity of life there 
is no danger to property, either public or 


private, that there is no danger 
to honour either public or private, 
and that crime is _ non-existent in 


the country. Now, if that be so, ought. 
not it to be a greater reproach to the 
right hon. Gentleman that people who 
have none of the temptation to ordinary 
crime, who do not rob, and who do not 
steal who do not commit those 
outrages which stain the noble: 
English character, should have this 
trend and tendency to what is- called 
breaking the law? Why is this man 
whom you call a land-grabver hated and 
Why is what Lord Salisbury 


graceful way which he always adopts, he | called the ban of excommunication passed 


manages to leave the House under the im- | upon 


him? What is the common 


pression that there is no burning pas-| sentiment as regards the land-grabber ? 
sionate question remaining in Ireland ; no | It is this—that he is a receiver of stolen 
underground volcano; that there is nothing | goods. In a country from which your laws 
that really requires the serious attention | have, practically speaking, banished every 


of the Government, 
is the right hon. Gentleman—I have in my 

experience in this House seen twelve | 
confident Chief Secretaries—so confident | 
is the right hon. Gentleman of the way to | 


And so confident | other industry than that of the land, a 


man can be put out of house and home— 
the house that he has built, and the fields 
that he has reclaimed—and he is entitled 
to nothing, except some such compensation 


proceed in this question, that if we would as your Mr. O’Connor Morrises will award. 


only let him alone and cease from worry- | 
ing him, the whole question, by some | 


To that man’s house, built by the labour 
of his hands or those of his forefathers, 


extraordinary magic which the right hon. | and to the fields reclaimed by his sweat, a 


Gentlemen possesses, would be solved by | 
a certain statute which he is about to pass. | 
But, Sir, what are we here for ? 


* Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: God 
only knows ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : What is the hon. 
Member for South Belfast here for ? 
Without him the British constitution and 
the purity of our noble system of 
Protestantism would be lost. 

Well, Sir, I wish to put to the 
right hon. Gentleman a few questions 


} 





Mr. T. M. Healy. 


stranger, who never put one stone on top 


of another, who neither ploughed, nor: 
|sowed, nor reaped in the 


fields, is 
to come in, under British law, because of 
the non-payment of an exorbitant rent, 
and he is to have the whole of the 
improvements, and the whole of the 


| property that that man hag hitherto had. 


Such a man is, by the common sentiment 
of the district, detested. It needs no 
organisation. You do not detest a man 
by organisation. You detest him natu- 
rally, the same as you hate rats. There 
is no rat-catcher’s organisation in the 
country. But, forsooth, because the 
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whole population regard that man as a salary, on some question of coercive law, 


man who has broken into his neighbour’s 
property and is selling his neighbour's 
goods, you declare that the people who 
avoid and detest him are lawbreakers. 
I ask, on the other hand, why do you 
cherish that man ? 
Government in Ireland put forth all their 
energies for his protection? Because he 
is the arch on which landlordism is built. 
Because you well know that if men re- 
fused to take land from which tenants 
have been evicted for the non-payment of 
exorbitant rents, no landlord in Ireland 
could exact those rents. That is why 
the British Government has put forth all 
their energies in order to support and 
sustain this man. That is called support- 
ing contract! I would like some of these 
land-grabbers to be brought to the Bar of 
this House, and be heard in their own 
defence. I should like to see them— 
{A Voice from the Strangers’ Gallery: 
“Go to Whitechapel.”| In Whitechapel 
the people do not build their own houses ; 
the landlord builds them. But be that 
as it may, I say that so far as the general 
body of these men are concerned, they 
are the most degraded and contemptible 
of mankind. Take this sentence from a 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman ; it 
represents accurately and exactly the 
views of the Irish people towards the 
land-grabber, and I hope the Irish people 
will take to heart the words of the right 
hon. Gentleman in a different subject and 
apply them to the land-grabber. He said 
that until 1896 the Congested Districts 
Board had not power to deal with cranks, 
because, he said, one crank 

“in a congested district, unless we can apply 
coercive powers to him, is able to destroy all 
the beneficent efforts of the Board over an 
entire estate.” 


I hope in future it may be possible 
in some districts to drop the name 
“Jand-grabbers” and call these people 
“cranks,” and to drop the term 
“boycotting” and substitute “coer- 


Why do the British | 


_or of the police, or some limited matter of 
'the kind. There are much larger and 
wider issues, but as these have been 
raised, we have to debate them. I would 
take one example from the defence put 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman to- 
night. He was asked how he could de- 
‘fend the law, as enforced by the police, 
with regard to illegal assemblies. He de- 
fended the case of the Kilmaine meeting 
on these grounds—that one hon. Gentle- 
man. was allowed to speak because he 
was a stranger to the police. 


Mr. WYNDHAM dissented. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am with the 
memory of the House, but I may perhaps 
put it this way. Another gentleman was 
disallowed from speaking because he was 
well known to the police. Will the right 
hon. Gentleman accept this reason ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is better than 
the other. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Therefore the 
question of free speech and lawful 
assembly in Ireland comes to this—that if 
a policeman knows you, you will not be 
heard ; but if you come in a mask, or as a 
‘tranger you may perhaps get a_hear- 


ing. I would put this to the Govern- 
ment. They are dealing, as we are very 


often told, with an excitable population. 
But the police are drawn from that 
excitable population. The moment, how- 
ever, a policeman puts on his jacket, he is 
supposed to have on a coat of infallibility. 
But, after all, he is only a peasant in 
uniform. Therefore the question of free 
speech in any district may depend on 
whether or not a policeman had a glass 
of whisky before he went to the meeting. 
If his mind has been opened by John 
Jameson, he may take a large and liberal 


, view of the situation, but if it is not 


cive powers.” But the right hon. Gentle- | 


man who claims, in his superior British 
beneficence,to be entitled to apply coercive 
powers to cranks by the authority of 
Dublin Castle, denies those powers to 
the entire population locally resident in 
a district, who, I think, ought rather to 
know what is good for them than even 
the gentlemen in Dublin Castle. I am 
always sorry that these Irish questions 


/man at a given moment. 


after dinner the baton-play may be very 
severe indeed. Actually in this free 
country, the right of free speech and of 
public meeting has been made by the 
Gentleman who is the ruler of Ireland to 
depend on the idiosyncrasy of the police- 
The right hon. 


|Gentleman was closely connected with 


are made to turn on the Chief Secretary’s 
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South African politics at one time, and I 
presume he read what the Colonial 
Secretary said about the rights of free 
speech in Johannesburg. But in the 
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whole of the South African business there 
is nothing to equal the position taken up 
tonight by a British Minister—that the 
legality or illegality of an assembly is to 
depend upon the folly or peculiarity of 
an individual policeman. If it be true 
what is the need of your summary juris- 
diction? You have a super-summary 
jurisdiction! What do you want “re- 
movables” for? Why, the policeman 
tries you on the spot. All trouble is 
siwed. You need employ no lawyer in 
your defence, and the Court need not 
spend the money of the Treasury in send- 
ing down a representative of the Attorney 
Ceneral, while, of course, the baton does 
very fairly as a substitute for hard labour 
So little does the right hon. Gentleman 
consider these matters, that, instead of 
saying the police made a mistake—he 
might have invented a hundred tales 
suitable to the occasion—instead of 
saying there was disorder amongst the 
crowd, that excitement prevailed, or that 
the officer lost his head, he has absolutely 
invented this new jurisdiction—that any 
common clown of a policeman, recruited, 
it may be, yesterday, is, as regards men 
who have the right to sit in this House 
and debate your constitution, to decide 
issues of peace and war. You, Mr 
Speaker, would not stop us in a free 
debate, but in Ireland your place is taken 
by the commonest police constable. We 
have heard of the new rules of procedure, 
but this isa new rule of common law! 

The right hon. Gentleman was challenged 
as to that by one who also represented 
the majesty of the law in his time—the 
late Attorney General—and the difficul- 
ties were pointed out to him ; but the 
right hon. Gentleman adhered rigidly to 
the position that in any part of L[reland, 
while he remains Chief Secretary, our 
rights are to be dependent upon the views 
of acommon policeman. If that be the 
law, I ask where has it been laid down ? 
In what police regulation is it to be 
found? In what statute can it be 
pointed out ? It is to be found nowhere. 
The real truth, therefore, comes to this, 
and this is the whole point of the 
arraignment. It is a confession that 
you are unable to govern the country. 
What were these men to diseuss ? Why, 
their own affairs, the miserable question 
of their land. This day the debate is 
devoted to the discussion of the Chief 
Secretary’s salary ; those meetings were 
devoted to the discussion of their rents. 

Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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| It was all a question of £ s.d. Because 
these poor men came out into the open to 
discuss their own affairs, any village 
constable has the right to use his dis- 
cretion. I denounce that proposition as 
illegal. It is not sanctioned by the 
common law, and it is not to be found in 
the Coercion Act, nor in any of the 
hundred Coercion Acts which this House 
has vomited forth for Ireland. I myself 
do not necessarily hold with everything 
that has been said or done, and I am not 
called upon to do so. I take an inde- 
| pendent stand in this matter. I judge 
| matters from my own point of view, and 
I say that no support, either in law or in 
the decision of the judges or in the Acts 
of former administrations, can be found 
of the position occupied by the right hon. 
Gentleman. The right hon. Mem- 
ber for South Antrim, who, I believe, is 
soon to become a _ candidate for 
South Dublin—the North seems to be 
getting very warm—referred to the case 
of Mr. Lynan, who is a gentleman who 
was employed to go from one end of my 
constituency to the other, organising the 
people against me, describing me as an 
enemy of the human race, and using all 
those epithets which are usually used 
just before election times. Accordingly, 
I can speak with a detached mind in 
connection with this case. The right 
hon. Gentleman challenged the Govern- 
ment to state whether Mr. Lynan had 
not been brought up and tried by three 
petty sessions at Courts where he had 
“tipped the wink” to the majority on the 
Bench, and said— 
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| “I see my friends on the Bench.” 
|—I do not believe that he said any- 
thing of the kind— 


‘and, therefore, I have no need to say much 
in defence.” 


The prosecutions against Mr Lynan 
having become abortive, what is the 
| Attorney General going to do? If the 
right hon. Gentleman were present, I 
| should charge him with being in arrange- 
/ment. What are the facts? The right 
hon. Gentleman is apparently supplied 
with a brief of everything that takes 
place, and he knows that the Govern- 
ment, having failed to convict this 
/man before three Benches of petty 
| Sessions, took a course which is con- 
demned by Blackstone and Coke, and 
| hauled this man before the King’s Bench 
Division in Dublin, and tried to get His 
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Majesty’s Judge in Dublin to pass against 
this man a sentence which they failed to 
obtain in his own county. In other words 
it means they are not only to be taken 
out of your venue for jury cases, but for 
the commonest alleged offences in any 
district, be it as distant as Kerry or 
Donegal ; and the King’s subject may be 
put to the expense of being brought up 
for matters which ought to be within the 
jurisdiction of petty sessions to Dublin 
Superior Court, and the King’s Bench 
Division of Dublin is to be degraded into 
the position of removable magistrates. 
Thank God that has proved to be an out- 
rage which was too much for the King’s 
Bench Division -and the Lord Chief 
Justice has stated that he will not allow 
his Court to be degraded into a petty 
sessions. I charge it here tonight that 
to effect a conviction in a case which was 
sub judice, and well known to be so, the 
right hon. Gentleman was in arrangement 
with the Attorney General. [Cries of 
“No, no.” | 


*THeE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): That statement is not only offensive, 
but absolutely unfounded. I have had 
no communication whatever with the right 
hon. Gentleman, either with regard to this 
or any other case. {Ministerial cries of 
“Withdraw, withdraw.” | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Any statement 
which the right hon. Gentleman makes I 
accept, and I regret making the sugges- 
tion. I freely accept his denial. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: As my 
colleague was obliged to leave the 
House, will the hon. and_ learned 
Member allow me to say on his behalf 
that there is not a word of truth in 
his charge ! 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Of course, my with- 
drawal of the statement that the Attorney 
General was in arrangement with the 
Member for South Antrim conveys also 
the fact that the Member for South 
Antrim cannot have been in arrangement 
with the Attorney General. I think that 
deals with the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: The hon. 
and learned Gentleman, at an earlier 
stage in his speech, said that my 


colleague was about to leave South 
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Antrim for South Dublin. I wish to 
say that I am aware that that is not the 
case. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I do not think it 
is an offence to the right hon. Gentleman to 
suggest that he could have been successful 
where Mr. Horace Plunkett failed. At all 
events, it shows how large his sphere of 
missionary labour in the constitutional 
cause has been, despite the scurvy manner 
in which he has been treated by the 
Government. I understand that there is an 
understanding that this debate must close 
at an early hour, so 1 will bring my 
remarks to a conclusion with this observa- 
tion. The right hon. Member for South 
Antrim knew whether Lynan’s case was 
sub judice or not. He is a man well 
apprised and informed of everything that 
goes on in Ireland, and [ say it is mon- 
strous in connection with the charge 
against this poor man, living in the right 
hon. Gentleman’s own county somewhere 
in the centre of Ireland, that his case 
should be represented to the House of 
Commons as being so peculiarly criminal 
that it deserved the weighty and careful 
attention of the Attorney General. I 
know that the members of the King’s 
Bench Division were incapable of being 
led away by such an attack, but I say it 
is a monstrous thing, and I denounce the 
right hon. Member as I denounce the 
action of the Government of haling up 
humble men in their own country and 
bringing them before the magistrates for 
no reason whatever. I would have liked 
to say many things upon other matters, 
but it is impossible. The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite is, I agree, in a 
position of impossibility. We are con 
tinually hearing of sailing on = an 
even keel. Has anybody ever seen 
an even keel? We have continually been 
hearing of this art of navigation for the 
last twenty years. The whole question 
of Ireland, so far as the land is concerned, 
is a narrow and limited one, and it can be 


settled by statesmanship. The question 


of nationality will remain when you have 
settled it. I would rather have stood up 
and advocated the national aspect, but the 
debate has turned in a different groove. 
Even from a Conservative point of view, 
there are ways, and means, and 


' remedies, which can be applied to Ireland 


without affecting in any way that equili- 
brium which you pretend it is your glory 
to maintain. But instead of doing that, 
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without cause, without justice, without ; *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: So say I. 


necessity, your course is to endeavour to 


maintain a narrow and embittered faction | 
the masses of the people of | ! 
for North 


against 
Ireland. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : I do not desire to 
traverse the field already traversed by my 
right hon. friend, nor to follow the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone through all 
his argument, but I may say that I think 
the advocacy of my hon. friend the 
Member for South Tyrone was un- 
fortunate, because, while he condemned 
the violence and the crime to which cer- 
tain people resorted, the only conclusion 
to be drawn from his argument was a 
justification of these. The hon. Gentle- 
man is a Unionist. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: You said it was 
natural yourself. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : No: I said the dis- 
content was natural because of the advice 
they received. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I fought for 
the Union when many people did not. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : It was no justifica- 
tion for treason or sedition of which men 
like Wolfe Tone and others were guilty, 
that they desired to repeal the Union. 
Their treason was not redeemed by this 
object, even if that object were good. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Wolfe 


Tone died two years before the Union. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : It was no justifica- 
tion that they thought and desired that 
independence should be granted to Ire- 
land. If they found that treason had 
been committed, surely the hon. Member 
would not condone it 4 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Why should 
the right hon, Gentleman try to misre- 
present my opinions ? Have I not stated in 
these debates over and over again that I 
am against all crime and in favour of a 
more excellent way—not by repealing the 


Union, but by amending the law with re- | 


gard to the land ? 


*Mr. ATKINSON said the only differ- 
ence between them was that so long as 
the law of the land was what it was it 
was the duty of the Government to see 
that every person obeyed it. [Cheers. | 

Mr. 1. M. Healy. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
Louth has described the 
land-grabber as a contemptible and 
detestable individual,'who almost deserves, 
as I understand, to be boycotted, a 
crime which is, in its extreme opera- 
tion, the most cowardly and cruel 
crime a man can commit. It means 
in ‘many cases social and financial 
ruin. What is the meaning of telling a 
farmer in Ireland that nobody shall buy 
from him, that nobody shall sell to him, 
that nobody shall work for him? It 
means financial ruin. I may refer to 
one of the iniquitous cases mentioned 
more than once tenight—that of the 
Normoyles. In 1884 an ex-policeman 
named M‘Gharry gave up some land. 
That land lay idle for ten years. In 
1894 four acres of it were taken by this 
wretched man Normoyle upon an 
arrangement, I believe, satisfactory to 
the outgoing tenant. Normoyle went 
into possession, and with his wife and 
son endeavoured to carry on some petty 
industry. In 1897 the step-son ot 
M‘Gharry, who had died, came forward 
before the League, and said he had been 
unjustly treated. He came before the 
League on January 5th, and his case 
was adjourned till January 19th. 
Normoyle made a long statement in writ- 
ing to the police, and signed it, describing 
the terror he was in, and what was done 
to him when he went before the League. 
But when the case came on in Court he 
got up and denied on oath, as also did his 
relatives, in the most abject terror, 
everything he had stated to the police. 
There were, however, two documents in 
the case which spoke more strongly than 
either the evidence of the police or the 
even more convincing perjury of the 
Normoyles. Here is a letter received 
by Mrs. Normoyle in reply to a letter 
written by her to her landlord in the 
interval between the 5th and 19th ct 
January— 
11/1/02. 
From To 
J. A. Studdart 

‘In reply to your letter re the position of 

land taken by and formerly held by Sergeant 


McSherry, the facts are as follows :—Sergeant 
MeSherry surrendered the holding in May, 


Mrs. Normoyle. 


| 1887, in consequence of being compelled to put 
back the wall of the road leading through 
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same, Which he had previously removed out, 
and not for an abatement of rent. He after- 
wards refused to take back the holding and | 
never made any objection to its being taken | 
by anybody, nor did he ever mention the 
matter to me since you became tenant in 
November, 1894, and I understood from you 
at the time that he had given you his consent 
and ‘goodwill,’ and I have no doubt that such | 
was the case. ” : 
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So that these wretched Normoyles were | 
writing to the landlord for a certificate 
that they had taken the farm fairly, and 
that they came in with the goodwill of 
the outgoing tenant. But that is not all. 


An Hon. Memper : Is the Mr. Studdart 
the right hon. Gentleman mentions the 
same person as figured in the remount 
scandal ? 


*Mr. ATKINSON: That is utterly 

irrelevant. Then we have also the letter 
written by John Normoyle, the son, to 
Mr. Brady, R.M.— 


17/1/02. 

“Srr,—l want your honour to grant mea 
gun licence for protection, as | am at present 
in great trouble through the taking of some 
land. Some threats have been passed to me 
from very violent parties. 

“‘[ have been advised by Sergeant Cole to 
forward you this application for the use of a 


double barrelled breechloader gun. I hope 
your honour will grant it to me. 
“T am, ete. 
“To A. M. Brady, R.M.” 
[Nationalist cheers.] Hon. Members 


apparently are very proud of this achieve- 
ment. {A NATIONALIST Member : “ We 
know how these things aredone.”] The 
magistrates bound the accused over to 
keep the peace and be of good behaviour. 
There js abundant evidence in these 
letters to show that they put the Nor- 
moyles in terror; and what could have 
been more right than that the defen- 
dants in the case should have been bound 
over by the Bench to keep the peace? 
The hon. and learned Member for Dum- 
fries has made the extraordinary state- 
ment that where a person is acquitted 
on trial he cannot be bound over to keep 
the peace and be of good behaviour. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8S.) : 
When a man is acquitted of a breach of 
the peace, does the right hon. Gentleman 
say that he can be bound over to keep 
the peace ? 
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* Mr. ATKINSON : Notonly do I say 
that that is so, but much greater 
authorities than myself have said _ it, 
namely, Lord Chief Baron Pallas, Lord 
Chief Justice Cockburn and Lord Black- 
burn, and others. These judges have 
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laid down the law on this point. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON: That is 
where the evidence establishes a breach 


_of the peace, but where it does not estab- 


lish a breach of the peace ; commit tedor 
threatened, I cannot understand the 
defendant being bound over to keep the 
peace. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : I will give the hon. 
and learned Member thecase. It is the case 
of “ #xz parte Davis.” (21 L.T., p. 547). 
That was a case in which a man was 
charged with assault and battery. The 
justices dismissed the information against 
him, and gave him a certificate barring a!! 
future criminal proceedings, but they also 
ordered him, in respect of the charge, to 
enter into his own recognizances to keep 
the peace for six months. On appeal 
their action was upheld. The case came 
before Lord Blackburn. 


“The counsel said, ‘There was no informa- 
mation calling upon the defendant to enter 
into recognizances to keep the peace.’ Lord 
Blackburn replied, ‘ Iam not aware that any 
such information is necessary when the party 
is before Justices.’ Counsel said ‘ No threats 
were proved to have been uttered by the De- 
fendant.’ Lord Chief Justice Cockburn said, 
‘Its often occurs that the Justices say no 
assault has been proved, but there has been 
such violent conduct shown that we shall re- 
quire recognizances to keep the peace,’ Judge 
Mellor adds, * The conduct of the party may 
have fallen short of an actual assault, but it 
may nevertheless have been sufficient to justify 
his being bound over to keep the peace; he 
may have used violent language, which though 
not an assault may have shown an intention 
to commit one.’ Counsel said, ‘The certifi- 
cate would be a bar to all other proceedings 
founded upon the same course though in a 
different shape.’ Lord Blackburn replied, 
‘Yes, toan action or any proceedings by way 
of punishment, but this is only a precautionary 
proceeding to prevent a breach of the peace.’ 
The Lord Chief Baron in ex-parte Harken 
(judgments of Superior Courts, p. 317) refers 
to this case and several others. He says ‘It 
is clear that magistrates upon a hearing for an 
offence (over which they have summary juris- 
diction) even where they acquit of that ofience. 
and acting solely upon the evidence upon which 
they so acquit, and without a written informa- 
tion, may require the defendant to find sureties 
to keep the peace and be of good behaviour.’ ” 


This is a jurisdiction which is ex- 
ercised every day. In this case there 
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accused, and what could have 
more reasonable and right than that 
the men who put them in terror should 
have been bound to keep the peace and 
to be of good behaviour? I do not pro- 
pose to go into all that has been said 
about unlawful assembly. I wonder at 


the readiness with which the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division 
has disowned his own offspring. Any 


person who came into this House tonight 
and heard the hon. Member's speech 
would have fancied that the provision 
under which these men have been tried 
was some wicked device of a Conservative 
Government. What is its history? It 
was the hon. Member for North Donegal 
who proposed it as Amendment at the time 
the Crimes Act was passing through this 
House, and he said 

“This is an extension of the Crimes Act all 
over Ireland, and it exempts the Government.” 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) : Was the right hon. Gentleman 
quoting me ? 


*Mr. ATKINSON said he was quoting 


from the speech of the mover of the 
Motion which the hon. Member seconded. 


He did not wish to further trespass on | 


the House or to further defend the action 
of the magistrates, and he certainly sub- 
mitted that the charge against them had 
broken down. 


*(10.40.) Mr. LAWSON WALTON 


(Leeds, 8.) said that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Attorney General for 


Ireland seemed to have failed to grasp 
the case which had been made against 
the administration of the law in Ire- 
land. He had no sympathy with law- 
lessness, either in Ireland or in any 
other portion of the United Kingdom, 
but he had the strongest sympathy with 
the orderly and efficient administration of 
the system of law which was common to 
both England and Ireland. The case which 
had been successfully made against the 
Irish Office was that they had strained 
the legal machinery in order to cure a 
political mischief. The evil was political. 
The people were out of sympathy with 
the system of law and its administration. 
The proper remedy, as had been pointed 
out, for a political mischief was political 
in its character ; and if they found that 
our legal system could only be applied 
Mr. Atkinson. 
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was abundant evidence to show that this | 
man had been put in terror by the | 
been | 


, cured. 


1376 


by straining its methods, then it was 
obvious that it was only by legislation 
that the political mischief sought to 
be remedied could be effectively 
To endeavour to deal with it 
by the administration of the law could end 
only in bringing the legal system into 
hatred and derision. He had listened 
to the dehate with a perfectly unbiased 
mind. {Ministerial cries of “Oh, oh.”] 
Well, he did not know that he could be 
accused of bias. At all events he thought 
he was as free from any tendency in that 
direction as hon. Members opposite. 
What was the weight of the case which 
hon. Members from Ireland had been 
submitting to the House? There were 
two chief points of the indictment against 
the Irish administration, these were the 
suppression of meetings by the police and 
the Normoyle trial. What was the case 
in regard to the meetings? There was 
no right to suppress a meeting greater in 
Ireland than in this country. If the 
meeting was, in itself, unlawful, and if it 
incited to a breach of the law, it was the 
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| duty of every loyal citizen, whether he 


wore the uniform of a policeman or not, 


,to do everything in his power to break 
_up that meeting. But under the system 


of law which had been carried on in 
Ireland, what happened’? A meeting was 
held, speeches were allowed to be made, 
then when acertain person rose to speak, 
although absolutely no illegality had 
taken place—although no words tending 
to encourage a breach of the law had been 
spoken—the police, with the ordinary 
rights of an ordinary citizen, took upon 
themselves the responsibility of dispersing 
that gathering and arresting the person 
who was about to make a speech. He 
appealed to hon. Members opposite if such 
an occurrence took place in Cheshire or 
Lancashire what would be the opinion of 
the people of this country? It was said 
that the meeting was unlawful because 
it was supposed that speeches would be 
delivered inciting to a general breach of 
contract to pay rent. He agreed that 
that was an illegal object, but until there 
was some evidence of the illegal character 
of the meeting, what right was there 
under the English system of law, which 
was the same as that in Ireland, to 
disperse the meeting, to silence the 
speakers, and to scatter the crowd as 
they were leaving the place? That was 
the first point in the indictment which 
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hon. Members were preferring against 
the administration of the law in Ireland. 

The Normoyle case was a travesty of 
justice. Our English system assumed 
that public opinion would support the 
law. It assumed that there would 
be co-operation between the public 
among whom the law was being enforced 
and the judicial officers who were charged 
with its enforcement. If that co-opera- 
tion did not exist, and if the machinery 
would not work, then the mischief was 
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political, and could be dealt with only by | 


political means. What was the first 
principle at the root of the administra- 
tion of criminal justice? It was that 
the aggrieved person should make a com- 
plaint ; that a summons should be taken 
out voluntarily by some person seeking 
the protection of the law who had a right 
to initiate criminal proceedings. If 
there was not a voluntary initiation of 
these proceedings, then the first step that 
could be taken towards the administration 
of the law in this country or Ireland was 
wanting. What happened here? A 
summons was taken out in the name of 
Mrs. Normoyle. She was the eomplain- 
ant; her summons alleged that she 
had been interfered with by a con- 
spiracy to injure her in her trade, 
and that as a consequence she had been 
prevented from the profitable selling of 
milk, which was the industry she pur- 
sued. The charge made against the defen- 
dants was that they had intimidated this 
woman. She was called as the first wit- 
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Gentleman left it. He heard the narrative 
given with the greatest detail by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, and he had heard 
it referred to by other hon. Members from 
Ireland. He listened with interest to 
hear any correction which might fall from 
the Attorney General. Although the 
complainant stated that she was not 
aggrieved and required no relief, the 
magistrates proceeded to give themselves 
jurisdiction to deal with the case. It was 
said—he did not know on what ground— 
that she had made previous statements to 
certain policemen. 
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*Mr. ATKINSON : That was proved. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he 
supposed, then, that she was cross- 
examined by the counsel for the prosecu- 
tion. If that was so, the person seeking 
relief was treated as a hostile witness 
in her own case, which was the first in- 
stance of the kind of which he had ever 
heard. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : It was not so. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he 
would ask, then, whether it was the 
police who had been boycotted. The ad- 
ministration of the law in Ireland was 
really so at variance with everyday ex- 
perience in this country that he could not 


| say what it was. 


ness for the prosecution, and she com- | 


menced her statement by saying that she 
had suffered no intimidation, and that 
there had been no interference with her 
in the carrying on of her business. She 
gave a negative to the very charges 
which it was alleged in the summons she 
had made. He was not saying whether 
that was true or not, but what he did say 
was that the jurisdiction of the Court 
depended alone, according to our system 


Smrrk EDWARD CARSON: [can tell 
the hon. and learned Gentleman ; it is 
exactly the same in England and in Ire- 


| land. 


of law, on the sworn testimony of the | 


complainant in the box, and if that sworn 
testimony was not given, then the magi- 
strates were as powerless to deal with 
the case as any stranger passing in the 
street. 


Mr. ATKINSON made a _ remark 
which was inaudible in the gallery. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he was 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he had 
always been led to suppose that that was 
so. But here was a woman who took out 
a summons— 


*Mr. ATKINSON : She did not take 


out a summons. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said at all 
events it was taken out by the police in 


‘her name, and she was the prosecutor, the 


person who sought protection. Yet it 
turned out that she required no protec- 


tion, and had no ground of complaint 


| 


| 


according to her own statement. He 


/quite understood the case of the right 


hon. Gentleman. He said that the 
woman had been induced by pressure to 


dealing with the case as the right hon. abandon the charge, and that she was 
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Assuming that to be so, this woman was 
in a most unfortunate dilemma. She 
could not give evidence that she was 
being intimidated without inviting the 
social obloquy which attached to any 
member of the community who placed 
herself in opposition to public senti- 
ment. That was one 


{COMMONS} 


horn of the | 
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brought before the Court unwillingly. {they must cure the evil which led to 


lawlessness, or change their machinery. 
They had had a short time ago a debate 
on jury, packing in Ireland, and whether 
jury packing was proved or not, it was 
evident that the jury system could not 
work unless the jury placed in the box 
was in sympathy with the law. 


dilemma. Then if she did not prove | 

the case of the police she was in con-| *§7r JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
flict with the Court, and, was com-| mouth) said that the hon. and learned 
mitted for contempt. This wretched! Gentleman who had just sat down had 
woman was transfixed on these two | said that he knew nothing about Ireland, 
horns of a dilemma, and she chose to be and the speech that he had made had 
committed for contempt of Court. There | shown that he did not. Where was the 
was no evidence on which the defendants | gifference between what was called remov- 
could be convicted, and they were | able magistrates in Ireland and the police 
acquitted. But the wretched defendants Magistrates in London? (Cries of 
were also ina similar difficulty. To « Djivide.”) The hon. and learned Mem- 
change the metaphor, it appeared that | per did not seem to know or understand 
if they got — from Seylla they the genesis of Irish opinion. An eminent 
had to encounter Charybdis. Although | Irish scholar informed him that in the 
they escaped from the Scylla charged in  [yish language there were no words 


the summons they fell into Charybdis | 
—still more terrible—for in Ireland it | 
depended on the adjudication of the! 
Court, without evidence, whether or not 
a man had been guilty of some breach of 
the peace. He maintained that no 
tribunal had a right to bind a man over 


that expressed property and no word 
that expressed gratitude. The hon. and 
| learned Gentleman failed to grapple with 
the real issue. What they had got to do 
| was to maintain the law as it was. 


| 





to keep the peace unless there was some} Mr, JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, S.) 
evidence that his conduct involved or | said that there were words in Irish to 
menaced some breach of the peace. define property and theft. 





*Mn, ATKINSON indicated dissent, | *Si JOHN COLOMB said that if there 


quote them. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he 
should only be too glad to be corrected., \{p. JOHN O'DONNELL said that he 
What he said was that no tribunal had | eoyld give them if they were really 
a right to bind a man over to keep the | wanted. 
peace unless there was some evidence that | 
his conduct had involved or menaced a | 
breach of the peace. He was waitingfor| *Sim JOHN COLOMB, who spoke amid 
the right hon. Gentleman to tell the House | loud cries of “ Divide,” said that the hon. 
what was the ground on which these and learned Member seemed to argue 
magistrates convicted the defendants and that the people who did not want to obey 
sentenced them to three months the existing law ought to prevail against 
imprisonment, which he understood they | those who obey the law. 
were at this moment serving. Were the | 
Government justified in straining their | 
judicial machinery and in bringing their | 
judicial system into contempt by seek- | 
ing means such as had been described to | 
deal with these public evils? If they 
could not apply the law in Ireland, then | 125. 


Mr. Lawson Walton. 


(11.13.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 215 ; Noes 
(Division List No. 77.) 





were such words the hon. Member could 
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(11.18) *Sm EDWARDSTRACHEY 
(Somersetshire, S.): I desire, on this the 
earliest opportunity on which I can, to 
call the attention of the House and the 
Government, and last, but not least, of the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, to 
the recommendation of the Committee 
appointed to recommend regulations under 
Section A of the Food and Drugs Act 
with respect to the proportion of water to 
be permitted in butter. The recommenda- 
tion is that there should be a limit of 
16 per cent. of water allowed in butter. 
But, unfortunately, the recommendation 
went on to say that a larger proportion of 
water could be added if disclosure were 
made to the purchaser. That is to say, 


that if a retailer of butter displayed any- | 
where in his shop a notice that he sold | 
butter containing a greater percentage of | 


water, he could not be prosecuted. That 
recommendation of a Committee ap- 
pointed to secure that there should be 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
(Mayo, N.) Patrick O’Brien. 
pure butter and high quality has had 
a directly contrary effect, and has been 
received with great consternation by 
agriculturists and grocers throughout 
the length and breadth of Great Britain 
and Ireland. The Councils of the Royal 
Agricultural Association, the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture and the Dairy 
Farmers Association have declared 
against the recommendation, so far as 
it suggests that butter containing more 
than 16 per cent. of water can be sold as 
butter if a sufficient disclosure is made. 
Circulars have been issued throughout 
the country drawing attention to the 
recommendation of the Committee, and 
| stating that it is perfectly safe to offer for 
sale butter containing a large percentage 
of water, and I am credibly informed 
| that butter containing 25 per cent. and up 
_ to 35 per cent. of water is being sold. The 


' result is that the consumer is prejudiced 
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to the extent that in a pound of butter ; 
he only gets twelve ounces of genuine | 
butter and four ounces of water. ‘This | 
state of things is very serious, and it is 
necessary that the President of the Board 
of Agriculture should be able to assure 
the consumer, as well as the producer, 
that he has no sympathy with this part 
of the recommendation. I hope the right | 
hon. Gentleman will give the House an 
assurance that if this question cannot 
be dealt with except by legislation, the 
Government will be prepared to intro- 
duce a Bill, and that at once. 


Supply— Navy 


§°* THe PRESIDENT or toe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): I cannot blame the hon. Gentle- 
man for bringing forward this subject 
now, as I quite understand its importance 
to dairy farmers, At the same time, I 
am speaking at some disadvantage, 
because it would be very wrong for me 
to express any opinion until I have 
had an opportunity of reading the 
evidence on which the Report is based. 
That evidence has not yet been published, 
and [ am afraid it will not be published 
for another week, and, as I have said, 
until it is published it would be wrong 
for me to express a definite opinion 
on the recommendation contained in 
the Report. Of course, we have the 
Report before us, and, prima facie, the 
recommendation as tosixteen per cent. of | 
water seems to be a fair and reason- 
able one. But the hon. Gentleman has 
called attention to another part of the 
Report, with which I confess at once I am 
not entirely in agreement; and I think 
it is going a little outside the terms of 
reference. Of course, if a suggestion of | 
that kind were carried into effect, it might | 
have the result of defeating the standard 
altogether. If the Board of Agriculture 
fixes a standard, it must be maintained and 
not evaded. It is quite possible that steps 
might be taken to evade the standard, | 
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this new attempt to sell as butter what is 
really not butter. At the present moment 
the manufacture of that kind of article is 
going on to a very large extent, and I do 
think that the farmer is entitled to pro- 
tection. Until [ have read the whole of 
the evidence, I am, not however, to be 
taken as expressing an opinion, but, prima 
facie at any rate, I am in agreement with 


Estimates. 


| what the hon. gentleman has said. 


Question, “ That this House doth agree 
with the Committee in the said Resolu- 


tion,” put, and agreed to. 


SUPPLY—{ll1TH MARCH]—REPORT. 
Resolutions reported : 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £782,100, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Expense of Half Pay, Reserved, and 
Retired Pay, to Officers of the Navy and 
Marines, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903.” 

2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,160,700, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the si of Naval and 
Marine Pensions, Gratuities, and Com- 
passionate Allowances, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 

3. “ That a sum, not exceeding £350,100, 


be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 


Expense of Civil Pensions and Gratuities, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903.” 

4. “ That a sum, not exceeding £246,500, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Expense of Medical Services, including 
the cost of Medical Establishments at 
Home and Abroad, which will come in 
course of payment during the year end- 
ing on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 

5. “That asum, not exceeding £17,700, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 





and, by giving due notice to the con- Expense of Martial Law, including the 
sumer, to allow the sale of butter having | cost of Naval Prisons at Home and 
a larger proportion of water. I donot now | Abroad, which will come in course of pay- 
express any definite opinion. We know, at | ment during the year ending on the 31st 
any rate, that butter has been treated as | day of March, 1903.” 

an article entitled to separate legislation,| 6. “ That a sum, not exceeding £101,700, 


and really I do not myself see, since legis- | be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
lation has been already adopted with Expense of Educational Services, which 
reference to margarine and to prevent will come in course of payment during the 
butter being unfairly treated, why some- year ending on the 31st day of March, 
thing should not be done also to meet | 1903.” 
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7. “That asum, not exceeding £65,600, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Expenses of Scientific Services, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1903.” 

8 “That a sum, not exceeding 
£286,900, be granted to His, Majesty, 
to defray the expenses of the Royal 
Naval Reserve, the Royal Fleet Reserve 
(including Seamen Pensioner Reserve), 
and the Reserve of Retired Officers, which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1903.” 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


9. “That a sum, not 
£2,190,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Staff for 
Engineer Services, and Expenditure for 
Royal Engineer Works, Buildings, and 
Repairs, at Home and Abroad (including 


Purchases), which will come in course of | 


{COMMONS} 


exceeding | 
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which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of 
| March, 1903.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 
WAYS AND MEANS—{llta# MARCH]— 
REPORT. 


Resolutions reported : 


1. “That, towards making good the 
|Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
| service of the years ending on the 31st 
| days of March, 1901 and 1902, the sum 
| of £5,512,396 2s. 5d. be granted out of 
'the Consolidated Fund of the United 
| Kingdom.” 

| 2. That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 





service of the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903, the sum of 
£68,181,600 be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.” 


Resoiutions agreed to. 


payment during the year ending on the | 


31st day of March, 1903.” 

10. “That a 
£1,786,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge for Retired Pay, Half- 
Pay, and other Non-Effective Charges for 
Officers, &c., which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903.” 

11. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,747,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Chelsea and 
Kilmainham Hospitals, and the In- 
Pensioners thereof ; of Out-Pensions ; of 
the Maintenance of Lunatics for whom 


sum, not exceeding | 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Deputy Chairman, Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 

“To apply certain sums out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the service of the 
years ending on the thirty-first day of 
March, one thousand nine hundred and 
one, one thousand nine hundred and two, 
and one thousand nine hundred and 
three,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next. 


Pensions are not drawn; of Gratuities | 


awarded in Commutation and in lieu of 
Pensions ; of Rewards for Meritorious 
Services ; of Victoria Cross Pensions ; and 
of Pensions, &c., to the Widows, and 
Children of Warrant Officers, 
Commissioned Officers, and 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made and Question, “ That this 
House do now adjourn ”—(Mr. Balfour) 
—put and agreed to. 


Non- | 
Men, &e.,. 


Adjourned at half after Eleven o’clock. 
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APPENDIX I. 


MEMORANDUM OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE RELATING TO THE 
ARMY ESTIMATES FOR 1902-1903. 





The total of the Army Estimates for 1902-03 amounts to 69,313,000/. while the 


number of men to be voted is 420,000. 
The following Table shows the comparison with the figures for the current year 


(including the Supplementary Estimate) :— 














1901-02. 1902-03. 
Ordinary . Ordinary ., 
Services. War. Services. War. 
Vote A ... 219,800 230,200 219,700 200,300 
(Personnel) . - - : 
450,000 420,000 
Votes 1-16 .... £29,685,000 £63,230,000 , £22,310,000 £40,000,000 
£92,915,000 £69,310,000 
Ordinary Services... seh £375,000 
Decrease {War Services. 72, £23,230.000 





The net decrease of 375,000/. on ordinary services is mainly accounted for as 


follows :— 
INCREASES. 


1. Increases due to policy already sanctioned by Parliament. £ £ 
(a.) Volunteers. Capitation grants for addional number of efficients 50,000 
75,000 


(6.) Addition annuities payable on Works Loan.. ; 
(c.) Net increase on non-effective votes for pensions, ete., cause by 

the war, after deducting a saving on normal charges 350,000 
The total increase voted was 600,000/. 








(d.) Imperial Yeomanry. 
For the current financial year only 300,000/. was required _... 300,000 
——— 775,000 
2. Increases due to changes now first proposed. ’ 
The principal measures are : 
The provision for Additional Mounted Troops on Mobilisation ; 
increased to the Army Ordnance Department ; the seconding of 
officers while at the Staff eet and other miscellaneous 
increases 66 age a “ , oon oat “00 150,000 
925,000 
DECREASES. " 
(a.) Reduced strength of Army Reserved _... By ve saa .. 90,000 
(b.) New Militia Reserve to be only partially raised ... 100,000 
(c.) Garrison battalions. Only six will probably be raised during 1902-03... 145,003 
(d.) Full number of Militia battalions will not train ... 150,000 
(e.) Reduced provision for - a of fortresses at home and abroad ... 500,000 
(f.) Reduction on Works V eo ie ies ~ ae .-. 190,000 
(g.) Miscellaneous ia ia dad vase ae = ae ... 125,000 
£1,300,000 
Net decrease .. £375,000 
WAR SERVICES. 
The decrease under war services is mace up as a 
South Africa wis ve ne ne ae ; ans ... £21,420,000 
China. eas oie roe oo ste ae — ...  £1,110,000 
£23,230,000, 
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As regards South Africa the provision made is sufficient to maintain the field force 
at its present strength for between eight and nine months of the new financial year, 
In the case of China provision has been made for the retention of a reduced force for 
about half the financial year, and also for the cost of the transport back to India. 


VOTE 1.—PAY, ETC. 


This vote shows a decrease of 4,123,000/., of which 4,101,000/. is for war and 
22,000/. for normal services. 

There are various miscellaneous increases under this vote, but they are more than 
counterbalanced by additional receipts and a reduced provision for the Army Reserve, 
which is expected to be somewhat short of establishment on demobilisation. 


VOTE 2.—MEDICAL SERVICES. 


The decrease on this vote amounts to 63,600/., of which 50,000/., is for war, and 
13,000/., for normal services. The decrease under normal is due to the fact that in 
the current year’s Estimates 1902-03 the whole of the additional sum required for 
the re-organisation of the Army Medical Services was taken under this vote, whereas, 
in the Estimates 1902-03 the provision has been spread over the appropriate votes. 


VOTE 3.—MILITIA. 


There is a net decrease of 1,391,000/. on this vote, of which 1,239.000/. is due to 
war and 152,000/. to normal services. The decrease under the latter head is explained 
by the fact that a certain number of battalions, recently disembodied after con- 
siderable service, will not be called up for training this year, while reduced provision 
has been made for the new Militia Reserve, whose numbers are not expected to reach 
more than 25,000 men in 1902-03. 


VOTE 4.—YEOMANRY. 


There is a net increase of 21,000/. on this vote mainly due to increased provision 
for the addition to the force commenced last year. 


VOTE 5. —VOLUNTEERS. 

This vote shows an increase of 57,000/., but 7,000/. of this amount is only nominal, 
representing a transfer of that amount from Vote 7 for messing allowance of the 
Permanent Staff. The balance of 50,000/. is required for capitation and camp 
allowances to the increased number of efficient Volunteers. 


VOTE 6.—TRANSPORT AND REMOUNTS. 

This vote shows a decrease of 6,735,000/. of which 6,645,000/. is for war services, 
and 90,000/. for ordinary services. The decrease under the latter head arises mainly 
on purchase of remounts, the provision in 1901-02 having been in excess of normal 
requirements. 

VOTE 7.—SUPPLIES. 

The decrease on this vote amounts to 4,200,000/., and arises entirely on war 

services, the total of the normal vote remaining the same as in 1901-02. 


VOTE 8.—CLOTHING. 

The decrease on this vote is 855,000/., of which 750,000/. is for war and 105,000). 
for normal services. The decrease under the latter head is mainly due to the fact that 
the vote for 1961-02 contained prime charges, or the additions made last year to the 
Army, and also to the fact that, as stated above, it is not intended to train the full 
number of Militia battalions in 1902-03. 


VOTE 9.—WARLIKE STORES, ETC. 
This vote shows a decrease of 5,118,000/. normal services. This latter decrease 
is mainly accounted for by the fact that reduced provision is required for the guns 
and ammunition for the re-armament of our fortresses at home and abroad, 
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VOTE 10.—WORKS, ETC. 


This vote shows a net decrease of 5,118,000/. of which 977,000., is for war services. 
The normal vote for 1901-02 included a sum of 210,000/. for completion of hutting 
at home, which has now dropped out ; but on the other hand there are increases of 
75,000/. for additional Annuities under the Military Works Act, and 21,000/. for 
services mainly of a sanitary nature, which reduces the saving on the normal vote 
to 114,000/. 
VOTE 11.—MILITARY EDUCATION. 


This vote remains practically at the same figure as last year. 


VOTE 12.—MISCELLANEOUS 


This vote shows a decrease of 116,500/. on war and an increase of 9,100/. on normal 
services. This is due to the establishment on a permanent basis of an Explosives 
Committee for experimental services (the cost of which will be shared by the 
Admiralty) ; the salaries are provided on this vote, there being charges for buildings 
and stores in other votes. There is also an increase in the sum to be taken for 
rewards to inventors. 

VOTE 13.—WAR OFFICE. 

This vote shows an increase of 27,000/., of which 15,800/. is due to the war and 
11,2007. to normal services. The increase under the latter head is accounted for 
partly by additions to the staff of the Military Departments and to the appointment 
of an Inspector-General of Artillery, and partly to the provision of the Accountant- 
General’s Department required for the local audit of expenditure at the Head-quarters 
of L, IL, and III. Army Corps. 

VOTES 14~—16.—NON-EFFECTIVE SERVICES. 

These votes show as a whole a net reduction of 216,500. 

The decrease in war services, which in the accompanying Estimates are limited to 
gratuities and other similar charges of a non-permanent nature, amounts to 566,500. 

Pemanent pensions arising out of the war are treated as normal services, and accout.* 
for an increase under that head of 35.000. 





St. JoHN BRODRICK. 
War Office, 
6th February, 1902. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME XCIX. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column relate to the page in this Volume. 
indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords, 





Title of Bill. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 


The figures in parenthesies in 


“{H.L.]” following the title 





Brought in by 


| 
| 





Bishophric of Southwark 
[H.L. } 


County Courts (Ireland) 


[H.L.] 
Factoryand Workshop Act 
(1901) Amendment [H.L.] 
*London Water [H.L.] 


*Marine Insurance [H.L. ] 


Naval Prize [H.L.] 
Plumbers’ _ Registration 
[H.L. ] 

Prevention of Cruelty to 
Wild Animals [H.L. ) 
Protection of Innkeepers 

H.L. 
Solicitors [H.L.] 





Lord Archbishop of 


Canterbury 

Lord Ashbourne 

Earl of Lytton 

Lord James of Here- 
ford 


Lord Chancellor 


Lord Chaneellor 
Lord Glenesk 





Lord Bishop of Here- | 


ford 
Lord Muskerry 


Lord Alverstone 


| Bill 


Progress. 
Read 2* 4th March (310) 
Committed 13th March 
(1214) 


Read 1* 13th March (1207) 


Committee 13th March (1207) 


Read 1* 10th March (834) 
Read 2* 13th March (1214) 
Order for Second Reading 
Discharged 3rd March (154) 
Read 2* 3rd March, (154) 
Committed 6th March (544) 


Second Reading (Motion With- 
drawn) 3rd March (132) 
Withdrawn 6th March 

546) 


| Committee 11th March (986) 





(B.) House or Commons. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





*Agricultural and Techni- 
cal Instruction (Ireland) 

*Army (Aninual) 

Bank Holidays 


Coal Mines (Employment) 
*Consolidated Fund (No. 1) 


Coroner’s Inquests (Rail- 
way Fatalities) 


County Councils (Bye- 
Laws) 

Crofters Holdings (Scot- 
land Act (1896) 


Amendment (No. 2) 





Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. Secretary Brodrick 
Mr. Seymour, Grimsby- 
Gore 


Mr. Pickard 

Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer 

Mr. Channing 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse 


Mr. Weir 





Read 1° 3rd March (191) 


| Read 2° 10th March (983) 


Read 1° 10th March (982) 
Read 1° 28th February (25) 


Second Reading (defeated) 
12th March (1129) 
Read 1° 13th March (1388) 


Read 1° 7th March (784) 
Second Reading deferred 


10th March (982) 
Read 1° 7th March (733) 
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B. House or CommMons—continued. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





Freshwater Fish(Scotland) 


Liquor Traffic, Local Veto 
(Wales) 

Local Government Act 
(1888) Amendment 
(London) 

Local Government Act 
(1888) Amendment 
(London) 

*Local Government (Scot- 
land Amendment) 
*London Water 
Mines (Eight Hours) 


New Licences (Ireland) 
*Public Offices (Dublin) 
School Board Electorate 


(Scotland) 
Vaccination Prosecutions 





The Lord Advocate 


Mr. Herbert Roberts 
Mr. Herbert Robertson 


Mr. Herbert Robertson 


The Lord Advocate 


Mr. Walter Long 
Mr. Jacoby 


Mr. T. M. Healy 
Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain 


Mr Weir 
Mr Channing 





Read 2° 3rd March (302) 
Reported from Standing 
Committee 13th March 
1295 

Read 1° 28th February (22) 


Read 1° 28th February (25) 
Bill Withdrawn 6th March 
(704) 

Read 1° 6th March (704) 


Second Reading deferred 3rd 
March (308) 

Read 2° 3rd March (191) 

Second Reading (defeated) 
5th March (472) 

Second Reading (defeated) 
11th March (1124) 

Read 1° 6th March (606) 


Read 1° 7th March (733) 
Read 1° 7th March (733) 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1902. 
List or Rugs, Orpvers, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 4 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table a 
the House. 


[In continuation of Appendix in previous Volume. ] 





Site tenes Date from which | Period to lie upo 
_ the Period runs. the Table. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 | 13th March 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of Statutes made by the | 
Governing Body of Jesus College Oxford, | 
under The Universities of Oxford and Cam- | 
bridge Act, 1877, on 6th December, 1901, | 
amending Statute V. of the Statutes of that | 
College and the Schedule relating to King 
oO} the First’s Trust [40 and 41 Vic.,c. 48, | 
s. 50 | 














